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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part ID—^Sec,4] 


^ W SD TffR g?t TFTO T? ^ ^ 

cT^ ^ 3Tclf^ ^ WT g^t ^ 'RH g>f H^STI cf^ RTUpfl , 3lk #M JIWTcTT ^ 

^rrf^ c^ f§FR^r TiflR Tirgi f^RPfr, ^3 wr I^rri dht^ sfR ^ ^ 

3ER jR?ng cR^ ar i 


3 1 RIcWH Rg^ft 3fR wfl Ti^ DRT^ c^ ^ cZiTTcF ^rr^rTER ^ RRR, R^I 

;TTR?[T;pEpff c^ TTTGTR ^ cptgcD tRT ^ cfiRroD c^ 70/- ^ ^ T. 3 5 f^I.'S. jrf^ 

g/Hl^ ^ eRET C^ 110/- ^ ftg:. afk 3 ff^s g. ^ 3Tte>' HTFt ^ 1^ 100/-E0 Jlf^ 

fJr.g g5t R gg jFRng hi i 


3,2 ifFM g g#TH iRRig gfReRR 1?!^ efni gg xTcfiRDi rwh g^ jigiggi t, ^ gra g/I 

EgiT g^gJT ?TT JUfeT'ETT ^ 10 3T^, 2000 3IT^ ^ apyTTER ^ 1^EIT t I ^fFM ^ 

^ gRi 22 f^RR, 2000 g?T f| tggj ^ ?Tr urgig gg tr^ %gT ggi i #M ^ iRgig 'F 
gwaFi if ftRfc^R/gg s/ra jirgg j%gi t .■- 


(i) g%gT# fegn tg? g?t wggr tt 865 7i gRR eo g§t gf^gigRi her gi 

RE^Frg^ g?t wee g?r e| t i ^teF i 3 Eicf, 2001 eti gi eiet 3 Fr pgiferg 
Eg ^ g^ Tjfi wggT t 1 ( 1 ^ ggi ggn t f* arg e? gg^gR 31 crer, 20(ii 
gR ^ E? t) I 


(ii) gf^EEEE g5^ TEEEfiFT gETOT 20 t^rfeEH cR ^ aiR E2ET 2 F SEEE RETlE BO'7, 

aiajfg 12 t^rfFEH gg grar eei t 1 


(iii) WfFW^t ^ feR JR^ cFer 2001-02 tF RTEg 3 T;JRET F| ^igft ggETE Eggg 
■ 210.92 Efct fFr.g g?rf^ g^ t I 


3.3 gf^CT A, cF rirr ^ g/w^ eF efret jF fFg? g^ 

aEjElfel gR^f gg arg^ t :- 


(i) ^geE RRRf EHT^ ^ g/tReE 
^ g/raEE 3'dRgi 

(ii) cFeicE ph-rr we g/tg^ cet cign 

7.5 Rg:. 5rf^ ?(gi 
75-10 ft.cl. Ef^ 
in • 12.5 f^.R, Ef^ 

12 5 - 15 AlU-. wfAzjA 

15 fft,?: A aif^g: 


80/- go Ef^ ift g 


120/ go Efci f 5 [g 
110/- goEfc^f?[g 
100/- TO Ef^ 1Fi,e 
90 /- TO Etil fFl.g 
70 /- TO Ef^ Rg 



['TFTin—■Gr^ 4 ] 


W ^ TRm : 




4. yf^l cfi ^ dPiciHI-g tM sfR T(,'^TK=f cJTf^^i^ ^ 

cfjt f^wWf ^ ^ 1^ W aJT I ^J=# 5fra fenrf&Rff gn Tn? ?TT Jfcf717 ^ ' • 


4). vff jTfRi'g fgtigff ^ 


(i) i:[gi ^r ^i>iTRft ■>^ 'W\ srh^.’R rfiv! q 

'fB^t 3TT RR'ft , 3^t^; ^1 -'irlB’rcB ^b’tttc^ cr f(BRi ri 7r<f''ii 

4ttM ^ ^fRRR it I 


(ii) <Mr(^ ^BT w^rq - qqt'? q^q it qimR q^t ^47! qi- fctq q^-R^tcf tqq? ■-'leq? 
fl-Rttilq ^4 (t^tqqqqBj) am fiRj4 qRnnqt qit f^4Tq q4 R-t 47 qt^ qqi4 
qi.R d?JT < 3 ^ itR^ 9^4^ ^ IRlTc^ 44 37f4rf4’Tq 744 

47441 qs'(.q t I 


(iii) jrjrtj ^ qftcBTTq it q)(t4 41%, Rti q4 5qF4 q?l 44 3tt4 qf?)qqi'j 77.jftT ;pq 

qr^q7 WR ttqfif qir Rf^ q^rfqr Rn t I fijqqtt ifR 4 qtr-i 44 RRef 

f3 347, q^ RM 44 44 134.85 firfcRR 3li|f^ ^cf4 ^ tjcT^T CRt 4^ qqfqRi 4t 4 , 
3114 IpycR) qq qt^cBBR ^^1 44 44 14)41 ^-TRl qift'R 4 14) 1^5 '4 •fA -R R' 

qil 41'^4‘fq 4q4 gni 414, 2001 ^ ulfqq 127 q^ qii'-iR 414(4.414 4)1 4444 tii' 
qqqlt 3l1?Jq) t I 

(iv) <4414 ijqqlq qqiHqRlI qH 14f4R aRRi qi 343444 ^qi, qqltiB gq ijftiur 44 RRiq 
R-R qulfflTfl g141 ift 14)44 qqqqr , 34T- q^RB qq qf^cR 34 51414 RB444 q- 4444 
44 fqqqi 41141 ^qraRR) 4 tiB 12 (ilftR4 44 q1 41414 44, (Rlf^h 41 viwjifqd 
51414 qq c^R 607 ^ I 

(v) 3c4]R41 qfl 14444H if >3144 41441 344Rq)' ^ 1^4141 4414 44 q?fl4ll 4) 1007 ^l-’J 4' 

4444 907 3B4 (3TarilT 4 57 q1l1ir4) 44 1^44144 Rl 4141 441114) Bpi 107 ijRJ 

qH 1143111 4^ ^JRt 1^ 4nq if 4414 ^ 44^ ^ 4)1 1443*11 I 

(\i) iRR qq qq if tiB74 *141 7 <B4Tq W ciU ql^i q,t 44444 (iqlr-HiB'R ,344 

4441(84 ^<114 4)1 (jfe 4l HH^lfcKT 4)1 urTIIIT 4)1 gq qgri 3lttJ4) BFIIIl 4 | 

(vii) qinBR qq :3134ml orU 4 i 1 ^ 17 30 iB%? 410 qH qrfqi 4 ^ 3 TliJqi qiHd 4 ktl q 44 

iRl TjqfrqiT nrqn HRnlilq) 34944 ql^rqni 441 4l1fiiii l^qi oiq i l'qq?11 

R^fiicB quRl if ijR sml cBi qnfqrfSiB qf^q ?4i 4iqq A qFlq?tq ibt ibr 434 
^ I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAOWMNARY 


—SecA} 


(viii) ci^ tc[^ ^ ^ tfTf^ ftSRT^ irtfRi ^ Tm\ A ^ i 

grfiivjM i;^ (<j<^4ft3rn^) 

^!3#??r3n^ ^ ?icp cRif fc4%^ fetMt ^ ^p^f ^ i 

5 1 ITRTra cl?t JIRfiRF cfR^T XR, ^ 31^!^ W ^ 3TI^ iTRUcf 

3li!T fcrffFT ijd TT 3lfrf^ IR^ cP^ I TIsRI Tyir ^ HT^tt cpT TfR 

?4T 1FFT4 ^ :- 

(i) 54J'l?ItR g?r airjTTf^ "711% , EfFRI I^FERtf TTrR%^ 3nt^E%I 

V'4 ^-iiTfpff TJllfejTjt efi^ if ^FTHT 31 \t ^ tR fSpETR ^RTf 1^RI^ ^ ^ 

Rl I 

('\\) ^ WIRq ^ TW5 2000 A) 1iJni\?iRn^ ^ 

dPm f^cR^ 3Rg^ ^fR TOR , 31\T ^ TOT Cf>t TOftCR cjfr to1?I 

TP TO g?i w-?r ?5t 1 Mr^r ti?i jrarER #5i ^r ^ tclRiit Trf^ tItot 

v^xRtR iTOrm TITO^ 3fR tMttr ^s} ^ TttfSRT 3ER JRTOI JR^ TO?^ 

1 tMT^I c^ gRT 311^! TOJ fR TO?I«n RR^ TO IRTOf R TOTR I 

(\\\) 5TT Motor M MM^fcp rM ^ wcTO to ^ittoo'- 

^ cpM T#, 10 SWR, 2000 C^ 3TT^ ^ I^TOTO 18(ix) , 3fR SlI^Rtc? 
MMr O) Tp TOO Mttoe i 8(\) ^ fctoR fMi TOT ^ M Rcftrow tori -i 
(iv) Tf^lffTO trj^go ^ ^r TOfiTO trM 1220 PTOI TW T^f O^fTO TO 1620 RR3 

TTO TOT Tfi TOTR I 

(V) PRofr iR TOTO M TOTOT - TOT TOTOT M tJOTO RFRT TtT 3fR MT 

f-RfffMl TjTift ^ TOR c(T WT ^i TOTOT TOTO TOt ^ TORT I 
(vi) TOM'! MeRTOT TO TO f^otTOl toM ^ f^ TOTOMt «RI TO (M RROH TTM 

dTRO ^) f30R TOM c^ TORRT TOt TORT I 
(vit) M 2001-02 -TOTOi^r ^ TOtI ^ RTOO 3FgTOR TR^ TORT I 

(viii) i'RO TOR Mr TOR M ReTTJTrfcTTO TORT Rise orto TOtflM M 1999-2000 M TtWTT 
TO fM .'iTTOTO TOT TOdTTOT 3TtTO% TOR M RM TOR ^ TORpr TOI TOIrM fMo 
S I 

(i\) MiTOTlt TO 10 arifcT, 2000 TO to^ TO TOtrorro i6 (iii) TO aijTTR aMTOtroiTO A 
MrTO To TTTOFTOT TOt IJOTO RT?I RM TO TOTTOf | 

(X) TOtRTOTO TOI UTRRR TOTOJI TOR JTTOTO RSJT RHRR TOI WtTO cTTTOT TO TO^roift ROR 

TOt , OTO totTOtotTO to hitoh To TOIrTO tot ttorr toTOt TO Mrt TOtot rr TOr ctrr TO 

TOTTOT tor RRTOi RR TOrTOTOT RRRT TOR RR T5 cTO?3 TORI 1 

(xi) H'RTfTOT TOTOtTOTOr toTOi rTO rr I^iTOrr toM to TOtv MTOr tTOTO TO TO^rtor 

RR 3TTRR I 

(xii) trMTOi rTO TOt TOntrr TO TOiM TOt ; rrt vR^tot r^trt TOr^t r^jpto MTOt rrtTO Rtt 
TOtorri tott^ rjrt I 

(xiii) M 2001 - 02 TO RRT^ TOTOTOR TO ^RTR RTRTRTR RT^RR 20 fTOfcTRR ^ STT, UTO TOR 
TOTTO 12 fTOfelRR TOT RR rTOrR 3F3 RR TOtTO RR RRTOR I 





’TOT TTsm : 3TfTT«TOT 


5 


5.2 ^ TO#i ^^ e[rt ^ ^ ^ I 

Mr^t SM iRgcT f^ ^ ?Ts?it w irgTR t > 

(i) ct 4 1999 - 2000 croWftcI (3T1^^ SJM cHcilR<j1 c^ •^TTII'^ch t; 3fR 

^ TOTT TOT t I tTTc^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ eZTOT ^ STO?^ cl^T ITtT^ , 

3fR gT5T cfTT^ ^ 2T4 cT cf^iypl JJJT 44% TOT^ TO, TJH'iflTJ'iJiJ) ^ f^ 

^ \JlWa 15,09 ^'(isS ^ ^1 

(ii) f!r^ HTTO TJT^TOT ttr^ TOJc^ ^ c^ 3TOT7 TO ■TT^ t I 

(iii) TOft%RTTT ^ ^STTOlfg^ g5t ^TrcPTcT ^ ^ ^ I TOTO ^ JPfT TOTl^ 

^ Wf?r ^TTO cTO ^TWT t I STHTcTT cJ^TOT % oR9l1^ cjit 

TOMfTd cbliJcll if ^HidRd ’>tr ^fTTO ^ t I 

^swf^r^fTO JTOT ^rRrfcT ^ fiTTT 7TTJ an^iTcn ^ mjR to 609 groff htoto 
WTfTO 3l^ «r^ TO5fT ^ ;tTOTO (^ TJcj TO?) gJlTOR cj^Vdl ^ 

TOft^ft^TOTiT sTO 3Tfst^ ^ uTTTr^r I 

<M^ i[M TO^CT?t ^ srgw? ^?g5tTf ^ tt^ t; 

TOTO ^f?r TOP toi?to TOt toi’ 4)iTORt g?t jTTO ^ ^ ?i?f ^ ti 

TOTOT 32 cpl’fi W^Wd TOd’TT^ 116 ^ TOI TOTi TOM’IKI ^ fStTO^ TOt '^cbW 
fiTTO ^ I TO^H 'fldlf^<^Ri TO^tiT ^ 3T#d HWlfcI^T g3TTTO^r c(5t ^ (OTT^M 

^) c^ TOTTOT "TcfJtiT ^ TTf^ TOTTOT^ Mfclfsh^JI d# t I TOTd 3T^ 

grtf j^R wi TOT 3Tf?iT^ <#[cpt cpt wtt 1 

(iv) d'4 "’mm ^ 3TtJto, tiroi tro^ w^ fcTOj toh ^ 

dRidd TOTO f*1#f I ^rRfffrTd MRcPddl Wr TOTTO tot toRtH TOt TO tctWR 

tot % I 

(v) TOVldfl JfTOTO MdIcH'd ^ TORf^ronff ^ 3T?TRd ^ TOT TOTO 3lR TOTOdIdd cTTOT 

OT^artronfr RnRif^d ^ mf^ ^ tot totot to toetot eT :- 

(to) ^ci^ ski ioo7f ^sMtsro cfro d)t totot^ ,- 

(^) H!i;?ldl<J>d TOtron TOTO Ef5t TOTtJtoTT^ tot f^RfTOTOT ; 3fR 

(d) Ejf) ^TTOT TOT? TO^dl I 

(vi) EJTO^W'TOft ^ TOH cjff ^STETT ^ TOi4^1 ^TTO gVil f^'ti'ti ^dd sfR TO?TTO TOT f^TOTTOT 
tTOR '^, f^RTE^ qRuflH'W'dM TOT^^^TOT^f Hylddl3Tt Efan TOTd Ejff cTOcT EPd ^ I 
TO'^'sdMl ^ TOTO ^ ITTOTO f^TJ TOT^ EHef EfTOft EI?f ifTTOT EpT JTT^RfTO 3TTTO'dd 

(51t,h441 e^ 10 Rf.'e, 3 tW toJRto^ etsto E^ft^Tid e^ fRv i-i Rr.^. tot 

?TT I TOg fro f^jRr rt STTOT E^ TOTTOf ^ ETlRt mRuH^ ETTO EPT ^RTOcH EPTOT 

TOTO t I EJ? TOTO E^ TTTO'^ ^ ^ f^TOTOT EPT 3TITOdd ETO^f E^ TO^ ^ TOEt ^ 
I ?# TOITO, TOgdd ^TOT TO^ TOJcTO TOJ?Rr TOT dRTOdd iff gTY5 TOTO ^ 

Rtottot ?t8it ftrRro wdYddisfr ^ TOTYffTOnfl ft EpmR ^ pitoto Ef5t totot tot sTOroid 

TOE^T E^ iTO ^ I^EJI TOT TOTOdT ^ I 

(vii) toRITOTOT c^ 10 3rtTO, 2000 ^ 3TT^ 'iTg?TT7 EfRcJEffRl TOT TOETTEJ W 
t ; 3 tR fET Rfsfr EPT etRtoETO TOT^r TOT toY^ IMeT TRlifTTOE d# t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part UI—Sec. 4] 


(viii) WT ciajT fcp^ afR jr>TP^r 

iR];^ ^ wrat ^ arl^JT ^ ^ ^ ^tcft t , aik ^■yaRi wr 

a^f^ WT ^ ^ ^ a^;fTt^9^ f?(Rn i 

(ix) cJc^^H ^ 20 WcRB ^ m ar^^TH a?^ RrIe^H t cRTTR? ^ '-T dl 

cPtc^ fcTO ^aj afR ^ ^ WT ^ ^ar 41^ c^ HTEZR ^ A 

g51 iTRfT ^ ir ^fRR Rrt t I ^T aT^qR arfEj^Rq 12 f^fcraq 
t Rrq^r ^ 2 f^rfcRR ^ I^ft iraWratt ^ ^ ^r amnn I 

6.1 JTFT^ ^r 4 q^, 2001 4Ki41m ^ q^ i RnRif^ R4qq jRgq 

Rqj qtr :- 


MWljln q?R (41»i)<i)) 

(i) qR^sHT 4WtSt q^, ^\qq^ ^ 1986 q ?q qq rR 

Rqiqr ; afl? qqmnq (orjIc^h) mRo^h WcRI q aqq qqrqi i 

(ii) qt4t4t qnqq q Rl^gq WT qr qftqtaRT qR q'qdt'afR'c^" q^f qqr qqnn I 

(iii) ?q qidiqid ^ fiFT-f^FT qRfT q? i9.57f 3TT?aMr^ c^ Rqicq f^q qq ^ ?q 

<qi^ f^rl^eidi q^t q^qq I 

(iv) q\qq^ qq qqqq A % qt^f^q? gqqnt m qr-iq^r art^qj qqq 1 qRR Rfq'r 
qf^ \JiciqH ^ qi^ qq ^ qq^ ^ q^ qarfqr qqq ?Y*fl 1 

(v) gqqi^n Riqiqq ^ qaf Rqqt aqf4 aqq gqqr^ qq qgg?ft qqq i 

(vi) qrdiqid argqH g^dqi ^tqq^ ^ 14q qq aqqqrqRt qq arraiRq ^ 1 q*^ qq? 

fsFqiRid q^ Rrit qq qrwr ; ^ ^rqqr t 3 q^ qK ^ 20 Rr.q. qp hct qq 

qgqqi qiqq ^rqr 1 

(vii) gqM araf^J 8 cM t, aflq q®jqq aiql^ qq^sj q^ ^ I ?q c^qR 12 Rr.q qq '4) 
qgq qqq^ # I aqr: q1^ qq ^r q^ q^, qt iR qcF^t q^t qR1 qqft qq qnqqT 
qaqqr q^^qr I 

(viii) (qr) cRq^ qq qqqqq qrt aq^atfqqEft ^ f^RT qqq affq qit qqqftqq^l ^r, qlf^rq? 

5l?qqq q^t qq q^^ysR q^ I ^ jfqqq aRRq> qq i^qqqq qr^ an^a(iqd<T[ A 

1^ qq^T affq qrt ijqq^r^ A, qqrc^ qt%F q^qqq qft qq qqrarq ^ q^t i 
(qq) qRqicq ^ c% aqjqqr ^qqydien q^t q^ garo ^ i 

(ix) aTT^aili^qifl ^ qitqr^ qjt fstR ^ arr^afFjqrfr q5t aqq a^tq ^ ^rniRq ^ I fqrqq ?q 

qq ift jmrq q^ I ?q qrq eft? arqjqqF q?qqH q?t trit afafejqqarr qtqET if 

an^attqqpft q5\ qq if qtqfiqq qR^r qq qqqR qsVf i 

(x) qTTq^tf^q^^t ^ jifqqR ?qi^ afftq^r (qFMfraq gm RylRid) q^l ^ qteq ^ 807, 

qq qRqaqqq q 1% 20% arfifcR qq i 

(xi) Tjqq^jrpft if wdicHH cbRqi q5t afid^dcbdi ^ I qqf^ argqR aqjqqq q? cfqqq 
400 ^ I ?qTq> qqq^ ^ qqfg^ if ^ t 1 

(xii) qffqj qt# (Rtan^) gM q^qt^Ri q^ A^ 4^1 ^ qqRt Rqm q^i 597 q^'^^q qq) 
aik qidiqid q)t 20 Rr.qq qrqR qq aTrtaqqaqq 12 59% an,- vrrq% arM RR^ 8 30 
qkr? qq) qq t afiq qididid Rqef 6 Rf.g. |t Rf RkfR R afkaqqanq qgq 
Rrqr i 

5 Rr.g. qt qidiqid Rk 3 Rk(q qRRf qqqRR q^q^f R fkq v-'RtRqfr R 
qidi qqf q^ t; q^ q? qra 'qRRT't, ^ qq) ^ Rw qqR q^ gaq t I 
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(xiii) JTOtcRTTait wf ^ ^ si^icfr? ^ wf crat ^ 

mm cR’ I 

(xiv) ITT ^mr^i ^ io/- l^.'e. wr ^ ^ i ^zi^tt ?^tt^ Tirgr 

cp^TTf alt? '<|wi\<j cf)T ■^cRTTTT sVil I 

(xv) ^ iratcRTOTt ^ 200/- ?50 TfRnrr gT?Tfi tn%TT ^ fctr? aTTfativtpyr ^r 

cf^t ^ IT? ^ttcth I 

fgl^ afl^ (^triTT^^t) 

fi) ^ TJ?Tcf?r cITTT?T 3 l 1 ? TTlf'^FT ^ ?M A ^ ?n%[, flfr 15^ ^ c^ 

TTipt viit TTT^r ^ I 

(ii) aTr? 3 TT?:in? grr aiRTt^tT WTurit %zn iwn, ^r ?t ?4 

^ I 

(iii) g/T ?euT 3TiR cr^t ^nf^rj art? pIFm ^era? ^ ^ 

WTffti I 

(iv) 20 iM cfjt TjiratTT 3 Tg 1 ?f iR grr nRcocig f^RT 3 TiyT? g? Rizn 'Jiini t' ? str 

tt^rt mgci 90 % tjczt^ttt ttr^ gfl ^ art? 10% g^t g?jctt ^ gR^ g?! i 

(v) T%Ri^ ^ 11 t^i.-g. gtt yfag^di ^ t, ^ 3 tr zngrw g?t ift egn ^ 

??ggr? 20 f^r/c, RTfi ^ i ■ar.-g ijigg? (Ajytg cJlfMgrtg, f^Rif^, ijg^tiM) ar^ft- 
arifift Mf^g^aTarl g>i ^ -r^ gr? ^ i gr g'RR f^ ^tipf^ctt gtt gfeg ;rj 5 i fiRn ..ti 
^TTT I 

(vi) (gr) g^r iTFig^ g^ t^o g^ grtgRT g^ ff/n? arfjtci. ijinth 

gjRT M-ygr t, 571 cRig gg iti i^yg g ??it ggR giltg 1 

(r) irR ^ iRr^ igg? ?t?rg gg> grflTR g 5 t cRFu gg '»tt ung i -1 r-tt ^’IMi 
gif^ I 

(vii) (gi) fg^g rr?) 4 fg^g ot r 7Tgtg?f jrr ^irfira fgrggfl af»tt 
grrggg^ g^ ^ , arg gngg arfstgr ggr^ g^ ^ I 

(?a) 4tiM ar-jingt g^ (4 50 irfg f^t^gT yRiga gft g? ^ 1 ft,g, ggg^ 
3??gg g? feR 34 fztrgT jrf^R fcTqg gft agg^ziggn g? aggrRg fcT^ ?igg ^ ?igy 
^i) arfflgr g?M g^ t I g^ iRt^M RgicRt anwR g? gT?gf^ artgs^ 
TTstg ^ ?t?fwg gRgr gif^x; i 

(viii) gwioR get 343?^ gggg (^ gg ?Tf|g) gf^zfrgRT gngg g 5 t 2.86% gr^ g^ 
ft I ^tgg'^ sgtd tft fftrg 2 , 507 ( gg gig^ arggigr ^ I vi'iD gg ar^gRR ggt 
g tcfgg Rig ? gfMgrgr cf? fftfg 2.86% gfg arl^tgi ftmr; 1,50% ftt ggW ?Tgi l 

grH g?t f^rf^ efr ?igg gRg fg? gff ^ , sr; 1.50% ftt ggtgr #g grfftg i 

i^Riug gifftM g^ vj^rtn 

(i) aft? ^ T^tg g?r f^jf^ grfftg i 

(ii) g^iggr ^r ^ e^ €tgg#^ grg gft g^ ggg g? 3 TT£n% gftf ^ tTTtlg I g? 

5R?n cfe ?Tg4 ^r ft) 4! grfftg i 

(iii) 6 ITT? g?r 3 Tgf^ gjt egrg ^r ?TaT gng gzfrf^ g?? ^ g?gft oggwr git ggcFn ?Rg 
gftt fttgr; ar?: ?tffRR argf^t arggg Rft wiift grfftg i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


6.2 ^ ^ Rnfclfed ^'Wr<iFjr > 

(i) HtircH cIFRI ^ RRctfcH g^I sitfRI I 

(ii) TT^ dl^ld ^ : ?TSJT ^ dlcfl ^tid cf>T siil'd I 

6.3 ^'cIT^ STJHR 3l^ 3T5^ f^F^R "W t 

PinfM^d 3 #Rw IJtRT 3fH/ RT ^1'^ JR^ ^ : - 

(i) tRrTjrt TiFm cF cF ^ irtiidT ^ 3ig^ Ffpra ^ 3TgRFi ^ 

^ cF) ^ ; cTSR Ml^ £[RI (€FET^ 'Til 

cJlcfl) cTcTil 'i-ioikj JR^ cfj^ I 

(ii) ^41 cl 3T1?1^>4 ^ftcFl ; R2R ^cbK ^PlcF^'l ^ cfRT cfR^ cF fcHl^ \3dl^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ RT^ cJ5^ I 

(iii) 3fR ifFM OFWRrcfi 3ROT? m cIFra Sl^RFil ai?t ^ ^ 

^r?R ^ R^sm cFT ttRelRH ^ cF^ I 

(iv) ?Tf R3FN RTEcft ^ ^ RfT^ ^TfFHH 3Tclf^ ^ iFT ^ , cfSIT ■■RfFHH 

JRJc^F RRR^TSit cF rR ^ ^ R^ I 

6.4 ^gTRT^ 4 Tpr Mr ^ 3r3RTT RfM R>IcT f?fO, Sm iM RTcR RER^TF 

TFIRrMr f^O 3fR cFMcF RlcR ^FRrMr M RJt ■3MI MMl M IFRTTcI RMi 1^1 Ml rI 

i[ ■‘H Mftla rrErf ^r rM R^M r^I Mn rrt an ) 

7 1 cl'^'l^<11 ^ Tl'lUid ^JRRT M't^d RFf^ 3I1 t HycKT 'yHdl^ ^ M'<^d IcFR Ra^ Ril cF 

FTTR-TTraJ PlHf^RacI ^5cvf^ ^ fcFRT : 

(i) ifRTcfR ^1 RcFTM 30 M, 1992 R^l arf^TgRRI Tj; ^ 1,5 (R) cF 3T3^ 

Mr rr rrtcft ^ rtr ^ ijr? M ^ FrftR ajMi rirt tMr ^ Mr 

RRTcR M 3F5Mn SIR RT ’ll Rf^^FcR MifciMi ^ ^ MU i^R^ fMq ^ arm m 

fcFRi RTRT ^ :- 

(RI) Rt^cl sFR RjRT ^ RTRRH M? RIT ’JRURR' SIR R? RrRcR MTI ^ RTMcfR> 
SJit cF 2.5<7f rH RT ; RT, 

(^) eflRI RT RTTffM) SIR TTM (9^0 tFR RiTR RiRRH fM M t^jURcT tRR RT 
^TcRRR tURI cF RITRfcfRI cRR cF 27( RT I 

RT^ fcl^d R5R R)TR 1) RTRRR "Mj RR ^JRURTT SIR RR iJTRclH Mil ‘F 
RRRfctRI SIR cF 27( RH JTH Tlf^l SIR RT 37/ ^ STIeIRI MT eMI Rlt^ I 

(ii) aiM TIRRfr cF fcIR RRTcET RR aT^^f SIR ^1 Ml RR ‘fIXfl Rl 'IRR- Tfiai RFJI^', 
'<?TTRR, RrI^RI 'iii-Si, tMR’ '^?1| ?3RcI RER RT^ait RH cilMcl i;llPlcl ^ aftT RMlRtpH 
I) TajTRRI SIR R5t to|s5ct)T rF fFl SIR rF^ 3FR ^^6 rYsi RT^ rFI F -RR 
JTRTHR Ret ar^^FFR JPRF RR '^l^TTiRR R'JRH jd ^'^iRd HTRcT RR 1 007* F 1 257/ 
RR^ ftlRT I 

(iii) (R7) Rl^ RcF FFM gm rMMt (^IrR^^ M RTcF) RRR RR TTRR F, ^IrR^^ 

rF amF Ms ^ MtFrF ^ rr^rr rFrF ^ rrrh ri fciR FM riM rFci 
RFcM M rF M "HR '^RRH ^ IcIR SiMRR SIR R^ RTER r:$RT t : aftT TRai ft 
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cf^ 3TTcPR 3TTf^ ^ Tfcj t g?r ift ?#r ^ 

% I 3TcT; gRT ^ ^ ^ cIT^ 21.50 W irf^ ^ 

^ cpt JRJ^ Tt 'UHl^iiniid ^jTTW ^ ^ ^jtW?T ^ 

g?3m: ^ ^ feRj t i 

m ^ ^ ^ 3T^;OT? ^ ^r WcIcT ^ ^ W^ft cRfrf^ 

g? ^ g?r ^ifRTH ^ t I 3Tc^ ^ sffCT 31^^ gn 

3tt 4^ gR^ ^ 3Tl?rg? jt^c^ jwif^ gR^fTci5w t i 

(g) 3R?i df?^d ifttM ^ t^RjgriT ^ cCT?g?f ^ ggg'g arartg ^ 3 ^ smgr 
gRTgRt, 'FcRRRT gRTTTRt gSTT P'M'i 'if^d ^c*1i||d'i cRt R'^lRjui gTR^T 

^1 

(IT) gitg^ ^ y^'RR c^ 3lk RtB gr?T wwif^ld 200/- g® 3lk 

160/- ■TO c$ TT^ g^r gf^ g^tggg gR gn?fT t gt g?r TpR^^^^g^r 

gjt g5g^ 20/- to gfcT t^r.^. gg srl^Rgg egg g?g gRgr g^gr ; 3lk 
g^t 3lg1% qr^ ^ ^g^4t g^r g?i^ ^ ggg g^ 1 
(iv) ^gjgg ^gggr^ ^r ^g;#Tft3g^ ^ gf?lPiltJ srg gg ^ggng g^ arggR, wgrf^ gRg 
^ gjf^gj gRUT ^ ggdig g^ ggglRS'd Wr c^ !??■ w g^ tortut 3Tgf?J gg 
f^gR RT ^rggn t ggfl% gg ^ gggtg spg gwrart gg ^ gfeg 

giigRg etgjfr gft gk?ii4 ^ (cig ^cT%, sTfStgr ^rrit giei Rrr gffed RRgRt git gi% g^ 
^ ^ ^tirg^ 3fR g^Mg ggigit ^ ^ gg?f c^ ^ gR% gg 

Mgg^ I 

7.2 ^Mt^t tt ?g grf^tgRg grg ^ gg gg \RR ^ TRg ; 3lk ^ftggg ^ggrf ^ argit g?^ 
g^ g^ gidt git ^ ^Rigr ^ 1 

8 .1 gRrtegr grg? gg^gR^n fc 3 o it ^fjRrg 1^ t ^ f^opfr g^ gR^ t i 

8.2 arm g^ grgg Rg^ g-igR^n f^o (gitiM^rttva) grg git g^ f^gRjgt gg ttr 5R jrgg? 

(i) RigiRiggr fitRtt ar^grg c^ ggew wiR emgr (#ttSt gRT 607 e gg ggft g^) 85 % 

grg^ ^ t ; 3ltg st^^t t f^ trir ^ggr 75% gg gr^t Rig f^RT^ 

gRongTgRg aj4R grgg ^f^:?igt ^ forg (210.92 gfet gg git gRgr ^) 168,75 to g1?r 
gg git gg gg grt^lg? RigjtJg? ggwg nw fSfR 1 

(ii) ggrg^ gitR gitg^ f^o (^g^rftgR) 910.92 gf^ gg gg gitgRT ^ ggi^ git TRRt^ 
gRgr RT^gr t srartg g^rg^ git Rjgg atk ^rt^ ggr^ ^ strirt g? tftrM ^t wrr 
^RT^ ggr^ ^ rrirt g? 4ttM ^r gg^rg hrr c^ 267.34 srf^ gg ggR rjjr cp? 
^ t RgfctT gRg grt^tgjiRgt gTR ^rr 200/- to JfRt ^.g. git g? gg m^wr jirr 
ggjR %gT rt g?T ^ I ?R gggg r^r grgg t^rr git rv RW c^ 23.52 to 
gt?r gg gg3 # Ttt^ t Rgf?t^ ^tRfttijR git 67.34 to gfet gg git agg ^ ti 

gf^ RRR RR ^TRRT 3TfeT RT^ RTR ^ gitR^ gj jmT% ^ 

210.92 TO gt?t gg RT rr^ gRT g? TttfiiR git rttt i 

8.3 gr^ 3Tffgr?gT rt^t grg^ r^tr^ RitR gitg^ f^o ^ git^ g?gRg g^ 1^ t 1 


3712 Gl/2001~2 
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9 ^ Tf^?fF5HT ^ ^ tctfiRT ^ ^ ^ tcT? gR 

3lk ifr^ uiFT cpT 3Tni? f?^l £[RI TV 3Tf^ gv '{4tg)i'! g^ forgr wi 

10 ^ 3RggT g^t aRg^rgr TfFfv^t arl^rggf^ gg gn {Sm) 22 arg^, 2001 g^ ml^Jgr'W 
g^ 3Rg«i ^ ftFgj gfl? TRifiiT str^ rtr^ g?r R^-gg f^gii grr^ gg^id gjg vg^ fcRfeg f^gg 

Rfgg Rre^r g-igr^ ^ gRg TV 'ffi-Tl gg^ g^l ?it 1^ ggr zni ^ 5T?I 

Rigg Pltfgg ct^i ^ pg>K ^ 

(1) g? RTTREg Rgg^ gg pvjcg^ gg RTRcn g^ t gf^ ^'RT gmrn t gfi gg^ gs^ 
g^g Tif^ RT^ f^i^RT 3fN g^ g^ g Rtrg gm f^gj gg ^gg v-i^ wilg Rig^ ^ i^i 
sTcf)^ &gTg g?! viRi ^ ePTog 62 gg^. ^ Rlrtg4 gRff 111 

(ii) 5^1 R^cg^ gg rRhir iJf?F Rgg g^ fcRffg armr? ^ fcTi RFfg^jof ^ ^ 3 ^^; 

gg gg ^ Rgra^ gg Risid'i sfN grfgf^ggnart gTti ^ ^ rtr jjcRjtggr 

giggr ^rr ^1 

(iii) RiRrgggg g?r rr^r rwo ^r wirf^Rr ffiggr 20 t^iRigg gg ggi^ g^ sft , 

TTHiggr t" w aiggr ■rr^ ^ g^f 4 20 Rrf^gg gg ggj g^f Rgg rtr^i gRggjOi 

gyg gr ^ f% ^1 mI£ 1 gig siggi gg gng^5Tg>g ggr ggrTg f^ggi gnvgr gfei) ^ggg 
gg?g vg^Tggyr g^t - viwftg ^Figi ^ Rl^iggm gg^iig Rtr siRrgrt ggrirg. 
s[Pigi(51 ^gfcRiTgft gg RRig ^1 11 Rrirr, 2001 g^i g^gi ^ ggR g Rgrag 

^ ^ ggr t gg^ g^gr ggiTTf^ sggr Rpgfeff^ giWi ^ 20 Rrf^gg gg ti ggR-’t 
T^g # ■- 

(gi) 20 ffrftTgg gg g5l ^iggr fcRi Rt^t^ ggi '^r ggr 20 ^ tpTg^ gg Rg^gg 
^ngggfR g gfi ggt ggg ^ ''•ig gR f^ogd Rirgg RRigg ^i ^i gro 
gg^fr/R]^ g^l srjgtgg ^ fggig ^ sg^) gg^ fggggi f?Rgg g^ ggggT gii 
ggg In trigger I^Rgg ggn^ t1 R^t gggg 4 cM gg ggg gg Rnggr R/IT'I 
RT ^ gg airggrgg Rf^g 12 uep ^ ^^)fgg t g/N r?ri gr ggl A gggrfiKi 

Rggi 12 M^gg gg gg? ^ >fWgg ^ girfr %\ 

(^) 20 fgf^gg gg g^ ?!H«r[fSfg tgggr ggrg^t giRT^Wg f^o(vg'Jflvg) 

■gggisT gfig^ gggg g^ g^jgitiit Rggr gfi? gf^^N ^ggl ^ gm 'igg^ fi^l gi^l 
g^teg RNR^f g?l ggr^ gic^ ggrgt g^ STgoi rv ^1 f^4v g.g?r ti ggrttgri 
^ rTtI g?^ j^t ^g ^jfiiTOi') *1 g\*>) gg?g ^ agti ggg grRgil 

(iv) 12 t^gg gg ■■ig RjRiigg rirti gggtR ilt ^igg ggif^ ggg gi grg ggg;^ 
g?i 8 rgt^g eg pf>.1ag ~<-t> 'i-gv gg ggi "gaii Rig 4W[>^ g ggggn .Rig 
gptRi gg ^fi gggtg ggg?g cFug 10 fgfdgg gg ^ Rggiii 

(v) ?g gg g/RRt g1, Rv^gg? gf^ggg 12 tRI'^g Tg g5^ 7H«ntgg ^i^igr jfR ggg gt 
g^ 10 firf^g gg g? Rggr 'igRtR gg aggifVg ^ rto gi 

(vi) gpft RRtggr ^ 0 ) rc^rr ?1 w rt% r^ f?TV 70 / -h) rr ■J^'igig rrr r? 

■Rig-Rig ^ RRITFfr fF RETTR 280/-^!) '^1 270/ -SO Rf^ ^'1 Vpl 'cR t 

l^rfTR sooz-rto Rf^T gg r .r^ir^ rr rtr grlTTg ?; 1 RnriRiiail rr .r' 4J TT'rtlgfMl 

RR PRtri fdiT 200/-Rg) RR RR ■^{Rgig R'Rt TT RIRIJR dlR r^T^RI 
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cf>r ?''!T McPR ^ f% ITJfRmTStr 3fR qxH clT^ Cjjt clTJT FTI 

(vii) lifers cFt ^sn^fcnf^ 3T[tTR 19.57, visrcfR 11 7% ch^ (PTf^dni <fi) 

60% ^ fRcTT wfFT t v5fl^ ^) cf5T ^?o RT #1 B?i W FTB -yjOTj q.' 

STM ^ 7TRTRI ^ M 13,5% ^ 14% cRJ? tl 

(viii) yrf^lcMur cm w cflF 3BBT ITFIxB (101M^) ^ JTF7cf4 OfT ?F 

cfTlZT^ gfr STRcfr ^ ark F7T W cBt EJTT^ 41 WdT? ^^cTR 'FT 

^HcfBT t MMBF tBl cp ^STTF M ^3M3TR ^ cPBl il 3TT TTcP cPt % ^ 3#;p 
cPT 7TB!T cB TTclBT tl cPR^TTR ^ ^T^ c|fl BRT TfrRT cjft PT^ilf^ 4t FT FI 

11. FF BTT^ cffr cPT^Jb# c^ ^1?B TtTT^ BB 7JBTT ^ TTF^ ^1 3Tk BRjftB f^Wr?-f?^T^ £!“> 
3TTPnR W f^BfclfecT 7W ^ t :- 

(i) ^ 1999 ^ JT#=ftfB ^PTITcTT JTFTBT 7T^ (iJMffTIBft) cffl BBT 7^.JUT R cPIcFl 
c^ JTFBF c^ SBlfcld JT^^BT cp BST ifl Pqiqcp JT^jocp TTFtBT BT HBITcJ fct>B i'Ti i 

FTt jrifETgRR d st^ct, 2000 ^ m f^wy brt xfirfr^ £pt mfm IFft stj [■;>, 

FF ‘cTWT 900 W ^ f^cT Ffeyy B Ft ^ grTBcTT JTFRTy 

% jT^jPBT cF TTrmB TT?TTyy y4r pBry w 'Tttf i tbt ttbt FTRife 
fTT MRyiFHT C^ TTtET ^1 cTTBT affcp^ Tp> Tjepp PR BPcTT ?TT d? TT-y 
f^f^TB cPT^dTqt/BT cPT^cPPTTPt c^ PTTBT IBtBT #yR 4^ TP7 TTcPT ! 3B- aTT(c'?' 

MBB 7r?Tl£B ^ JT^cBl cP ^ fm 3T?jtcT BTJff 3l!x 

FcTyPT ^T^ JWT^ c^ #0r ^ fcl^c^BJl TTftd BTTI Tlf^TBcT ^T? f^jTTR W I FrR 
4r BTFT f^RTTT f!r?mcp? jraicB ^ 4r btIf b f?}Rry, btbr fspBi sft^ pt^^t 
BTTT t^TT f^O (tMtM) ^ TTB^ cF TMiyd WT ^ TRcTR liBTT Rl I 

TTTfecPBT c^ 10 3T^, 2000 cP 3T1^ gM BfRTfgd g^ cp Bg c|?l q-.M 

glRT JTT^ FT^ ^ mWiJt d 3TTFtyi.4T dB f<Jf5TB ^PRirpcBTl/B? BfjJpPR;'!! 
c^ 3TTETrf BcR WT PR f?lW7 BBT T^cp cp^ gTg g?T FT^ aJl I 

^ RTcJITi 51gB ePR^r g5t BRpTd PTTBT STIPM P7 TTB^l cPT FTB-d 

RRfiBT Cp^ c^ 3fR f^Rll, BRgR tBFyT 3TTf§' g^ gp q,\>.l 

^ SRcTTg y# ?TFtf35 Tfgi g4 g^l fpElffRT c)£BT .JfgfU TFTPd pt Pi* g I 

57T cTB Bl gcflcpR gR^ gg 3T2f TTF g^ BB FIBU ?TT BfTl"gr'RT 4| gpgrnjgd gg 

g>T ^£TB gTgftl grg FT^ Rgg gg BTsfg B 3PflTgB B? t^B F I 

(ii) TJBlflTJBft ciRgMgl gg BRfilcp cTTBT gP^Bg 587 41 BB? W glTgg PB B FT 3Tg 

3T^4lRd B^MSTcT cTTBT gT^BR 831.11 BBg W gPgg ggl t ggR BliPg FBo 
865.71 cp^ go ^g g?l RTBggT t I gf^?BFgf gg glTfFgT f*Tg 'iTgi-g TT%JB| f^ggg 
fgr g?f WR RTFTggT f^B gB t gflR 3 TTRpP ftxT glBg PgR cp gTg% 

BBggt ^ f^TB gB t I pRBFB 11 RTcTgR, 2001 gg BcT B gf FI FTcgf^ P^aTF 

RfBcB PF^ fl FT ^ f PRg PB Beg t pRgMB gg gTF PBTFg T:]T>, 
^ ^ 3#? ggg PTg FBcTT tl 

gTRT R^ftggR %B PB t, PF Pf^flFB gggt c^ f^ gf 

PIfB' f I #ft€t 4r ggTRTPT FP PRglFB g^ gTsfer'gTB gF TPB g)R^ g xgPgfl' 
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« ^ ^ja t?rc^ % 34 ^ ^ ^ TOwait A 34^ ^ ^ 

^ A I 

^ g^ iA^ra ^ tA^ ^ntor t 3tW^ 

3^ , ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

gg 3?^ ^ TOg ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

A At gRAtror 4 Atror toA to^t sfR 3T^ARg ^ 

^mcgi TOTO gfg At TOrorAt sfR gro^roi A 4 gw aflA t 
^ 1 Ato 4Am a Ai to a to MAra ^ siAtg gAt ^ TO: 
cTO-g A At^ ggrA TR gRt Atff 3n WATT 4 4 tAtAcT ^Am w toRtt Am i 

,3qiA WA toAAat 3t4 a TOmRm TrgAfg fATOT ^ 

m^HeT TRIT^ ^ g AlA. gr^ ^4tW W TT^TTO gj ^ RtA TO^ 
-^wr g ArA ggr gAgcTT ^ A ^5gwi ^ f g ^ 

iTTRAr^t A 3 ttA gr^ TOT3A gg ^ w=A^ ^Am ti ^j4t t fAr 
tAfRqg gg gA sttot gwg g4r gA ^lAt A toA ^ fAAw g^ i^g 
f^ gnA gret 4 nror fAA?fi ^ ar^g c^ wtt ti wg J 

^ t fe 3 t^ AgAttrgAt argAt artAgro 

Artist g^ ggg gA TO^T ^ 3T^ toA At t4 gAw fA^ to.^ Ai At^ 

tMAt A gc^ lAm t tA> tprAAmA gA TOgr gg TO ggAR g^ 

,2 fWiW a^ ® 3^ ^ 

^ ^sit iS, fl ^ &ai tl sa #wil 

fflflcniSl*raaw^a^iaa!i2 maa ct «a 

g>T ^ "jTR ^ ^ 

gr g^ ^ TOngj Wfro gt Trora g? TOtgr^ ^ ^ 

ifrfAgwi ?A^ At wAt-rgAt ^ stot 
W Ai gAgr fAA^ AiA (AtmAAt) Atg A (A?TtfAg wm sr^ At 
^ iAR 7.5 tAIArgg ^ ; 2001-02 ^ f^i3,5 lAfArgg ^ 

ftfArro gg 34 gwit TO 20 tAfArgg gg gg « 

1999 A 4 4 cAgr fA4T At^ gA gg%T A ggr gwn t tAr 

T4ci?g Arorg A wg t^gr gr gAggn Awrg A g? ag^grro lAgr A 

S^3A g^ gtg AnA 34 fAt4g g^ lAtAg #toA gg W ^ 

Atgn 

AtAtAt g g4i 2001-02 A 2003-04 ggr grgrTO ^ wr 12 ( A4gg g g ^ 

=„ e* aK 4 aa. a .2 10 min aa ftaii OT 

araWi i| *51 t ffc 15WS SifiSK WTO 20 (ilfSlITO CT 

S i, 7 mroa ira as ti ate ai«® 1W i, 7 1*^ 
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wr ^f cf*r 7 1 i|f^ ^ t 3 t?rft ^ srt ;r?^ 10 

^ TRfri?I^T ytdl^jra 31^;rTH 3TdTOr^ cFTdT tl ^ W ^ t 3?cT: 

?IT1^ W i^ldmid d?r cPT tcfSem dTf Tj^T d# t, ^ 

^ WdT ^ q'gTdgnf ^ % TTf^^fnjRT ^r ^ ^ didraid d? 3TT^ W ^ 

TRT ^1 

^ gJT Tp dfFici fcicRUT WTd argdini g? antnf^ 

^1 Jlf^ 'flr<jmH fcP? g^ 3 T^ 311 ^ 5 % ('SIdl) g ^ Mdd "irRT ^Kl viMcHiStT dj'dk; 
grr srjqptt g? 3 rtf?^i 4 dT ^i wg g^^ srgiTFft gst g^ftgsR 

gj^ w gf^ ^ g^i^ sr^flRT ^ ^ ^ gicft ^wgT (ang) ^ gtf^ 

wgtgR %gT gmrgrl ?g wfclcT f^jf^ gS? gtdvR ^ jRgg gt ^ y^jcg? 

^ arggnt git (gfr gidei n^d gidi ^ g^cjiw g gj^ gg gi )4 gggg g^ 

:^l 

^ % gf^ ggr 10 ftterag gg gg gidigrd arggn 

g^ 3Tf?f^ OTwi^ Hggr ti jntf^tg^ ggg ^ git nfctgi^di alt? cfr^M ^ 

grgrgrd an^ git ggiggr g^ggR, gRftg^ g?g c^ggr crggg a ftf^igg gg gg 
gidigm a^jgrg giggr ?tggd: ?t^ ^ giwl^ ^ ^rggn gf^ wttgg^ git rnggr 
12 Ptf^igg gg gptt grgy alt? gidPJid arggn 8 f^rf^rag grgr gmy ^ gf^iptt g^gg^ 
gwd? ?d? g? ^1 g^ ^ ^ f^rf^ A Rgtnid ijatt g? gf^grm ggr gggtg gg?g5 
^ c^RUT ^ ^ gimr % g^ argc? gggg cto 8 fitfcrgg ^g ^ gidigrd ^r gfi^dRd 
^ ggctt ^ aft? g?f^ ^Ptg cggg ^ gs gg^ ?t?fT Mgct ftrgr ggr ^ f^ ?g 
^Mt^t ^ ggcTO cp?Tg g^: 10 f^rfc^gg gg gidigid arg;gTgt git ?citgg? cg?^ f i 

(v) g? gT%f)?R cRtgjg ^ g^rgg^ gig^ ^r i9,57r gg 3Ti?3tt?tt^ ^ ?gT t 1 g? 
gcvts^ttg ^ f^ i9.57f gg 3TT?ait?ft^ ^?tt MR'tiMRig'i ^ fct^ ^ fSrggg gg?frg c?ggg 
gggit swcTf ?d? g? f9?gi ggdr ^ I gf^ RWd ^andi cgr gg? gggtg ^ ?gT ^ dt wrid 
t^ g? art^iggm gf^cng g^ ^ ?Tggg I ??t grg^ ^r ?T?itl?lg ^rggr 12 t^ff^ dg 
^ alt? ai^giRd gggtg grggg 10 Ptfeign ^g t i ??rag arPtgrg gg t 1^ swgr 
gggtg erngg 837'r ^ i tt?ft ^ PtgtRid ^ g? gt%c?m erggr gggtg ?tg4’t 

ggi^gifcTg- g? g? gg ?gRgT t i 

(vi) g^ 2001 g) 2 , 2002-03 aft? 2003-04 ^ 1 ^ grR gg gt^ iwT?t ^ ^ gre^t 

arjHiPid agg git Rggr srt g^ 1999 - 2000 ^ diwRlg* art^ ^ argg? g? 
git g^ t aft? ^ g^i ?WTttd ggR-g^ g^ gg?ig ^ g?j?gj 

^ ^ gr^) aiPlRgg agg git ft?gg g^ ggr t I w ^ git 2000-01 ^ 

1 ^ 370 2001-02 gi fcR 67f aft? 2002-03 97 f g? f^?gg ^ ^ git aggggggg 

t I 

(vii) ggg ^ gr?T ^ g^ gjg?eg ai#? ^ agg ^^gn ePtne? ggr?! ^ ^ ^ ggtf^ 

§cg^ gi?dtg ^ ^ git ggg^ 1 5 ?t ^ ifr ??t gg gg?t jrmf^ git gg^ gictt 

eiMid gif '•ft ^<Hi^ argfd Htgirgtfef gg ^gnt gwieH gg ar^^sgg geg Jjeg?g?i 
cP g?g git g^ eggg ^ ^gf^g? g^ f^gi ggggr 1 
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(viii) IcT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^fW t 

^'(hoTi TftfjTfj 4lyjt5i fci^cf yriccf^ tfj 3TraTN ov cfst ■§■ I Ttwcrtf hRuiih 

■3T>^t 'iUci&J f ■'iRI. Till A McH '% ^ ?TI TfTpJ cF 

%T T|7n t I 

(ix) cT%Rt^ cfr^ ^ INWRT Ttti 3^3^ 3Tf^fcIT cTI’T:! .#7 ^RR TR 

TRf^ ^ fcWTjfl ^ ^ I ^3TTcI t 8 j4<?i TRR 

RR^ ^ ^TTJcR ^TR 3TiRl fvRI RTV I MUft ^ ^ ^ 

RFR ^ VI,. TJcf ^Rg^kpfr ^ ^ cTFR 77f W RFR 3?) 

RRTT ^ % T^Hfl fcf) 3IR?fR tr Hvi’il eTRT ^ ^ | SRtR RcR TRra' ^ sfR TcR 

RfefRRT 4 nycKl MR-tinfrlil'I 3 h<M^I-31c 1'I yi^frl ^ t?l^( ^ 3R; ^hIcI igRT STRf^ 
WRT ^ cJK-dRlai Rl'IcI c^ 6[f? 4 cItT^ \JR^ ^ cf^RUT cPR} ^ iff 

STRRT Tin ^ ^ 1 

(x) ^ JJRT^Ri ^ WTI Mtei ^TT^RT^ fcRI .^TRR 3 r 1^ 40 TPJ -JlR 

TJtnsIR/^R^RTSft 20 HPRR Tl?l # I WRRt ^ HReT ^1 IR];RP R^RR if 

'■['JllMd MR'iRRldt cf> ^C^JpKi T? fcRlR TRcfiR gRI RtEjIRcI SRlfil' TTritfr HUn-S 
aimicb'i R4T 'TgRl ^ f^ ^1741 g I ttR^huRr'i tf5t tjwtt 3nrf?t ^rr ^ 

i?d JJRT fpl^T incRlH t I T<TRT #M iflftH ^ RRTTtR'I 

gRT TRTR R 3TiRr4 RT ^ ? I R gRT If^I TfgTj 'rj^ 'RiS 

3TN% g^r ciTiRf TMt^t '^6 fcFT 31R erg TRT gJ foR ItTcRR eP’R c^ 

WT Tl T4RTR 'g# '^TT I 

(xi) ^trpf^ g f^ni t f^ RT RtciRm iRfiriR wr sfR 

^jRr 3TcR ^RT OTiTJ | RF ^glR gJ ^T?ft zT BTRR IR nfelcHR ERTT gg f^ntri 

cER ‘‘T t I W Jrrf^RRR RgTTTcl^ A MlgtR gf^R IRTTcTR rp RRc^ A 

^ c[5t t?ri£f cj^r ,3 RTTcTT ^ I RglM-dHl ^ RR^ A Rrf?I e^ ^ 3ER 
tgRI Q'll R-'-ilRiid tjoft TR jrfcfcTR y?! f^^rlRd ft ^ I RF RfSfcJRR EFRtR) 

g? HRol if RylRfd tr wRIchr gi| g?f ifFjjgT RcTRTf ^ Riftpn PRif Rrntn 
Mgd cJR ■gcfF t? I gg 456'^ 3TTtRgcRTT f^j '■fivjjgi HJcTRTT ept ?fg d<4> RT^ 
R3T RR RP rPP ^J';^1 RflSTI epN' t’^I RTcfl sfR if 13 yflefVPcp ^ eff tfeJifRrep JRITR'! 
Rff jtRg RR pft Rpft I Tplr iM^r HR^ A jrf^RR gSt I^FT RT 3TRRT 

■ERr F iR FTT ERR if ^nr gif 'EflR-w ItPri rt ertr I 

(xii) T^Rn f3r Tg^ PERT RT ^ t, RRitTTRJl gRplRE) PF 3TTf^ fefR ^tfRir q;M ■•!?[ 
WR PTFRdT Rr t^T RTI t I VT^ RfR RFRET ^ffiM RF ERE EEEFT zfT RTF ^ RF 
it ^ »T^ ^ Kite f? i;iv,/i4v, cr w rtr tret # I ^ f^rfE A (5Xh 431 giPi 
FETt Ft FE f^' gir rpM ^ PpR RRT tiTRT t, E# Ftt t I 

(xiii) RF 1999-2000 c^ RT^tifR (3R'rE ET^^ fI^EfI^ A ^-ETT^ ^ETF EETcP^ ct 
RRFt ETRlRRT t I TMtft A rfR^ 3EET3Tt E 3Tt^ fETR FEET3tt FF FR cPR ^ RTF 

EET^FTf^cp 3nyr<r ff i5 R'^Ir eo Rtt FFtr^tpr ft-H t i wm Ff3 etcJ 

Ff^EMfrfFl if ^ 'tt ^Tf^^TE RTR ^ 3EFi^ cPt RR FR f^'FT RTF Et RlMcH TjFtt 



[»FT1I1—■?^4] 
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I 5^^ 'iTlcfc^nr cj^l wn cr^ ^ f^^fil^ ipfr ^r ^nlJTc^ cf^t 
cTR^t ^ofr CRT '^j;?^' ITH7 W ^ I 

(xiv) ^ \3«^ f^??TT ^ cJcf’TR ^ g'W URTTc?^ ^ ^ 

3T7^3fr':r^ ^ jm^ ^ fu % ^frilcrli^cR ^ ^ stert 

^vrfcK Ef> fefiT RwrftET ji^cer ^ gJl eim jwm H^' 

I 5^ ar^ ^ #M gRi ^T\ aEM ^ WT ^1 ^trja^ ^ fcf^ f^ t i 
^1 200/- TO jrf^ ffi sfR TtR 160/- to iff^ f^r,^ 

!TOTTf?RT a7 ^ ^ST-WSf (i) RfH c^ aiKW ^ ^T ^^jfSrETT3iT EfT^ sfl? 

(ii) valv" RcRT Tfi iTTHFi ^ n ar^ f^rga wtai etef eb^ 

<-j^ ^-ii^ a^) gc-FTRaEB cfraa eb aia^ 3ji^ jFSja fEH t' i ^ anaci 

a ETFia aE?-t ara-ft ^ ^l ^ aaJar t, a^ t a/t^ a?J a«j a# t 3lk ?aaa 
'3«a^j at^'atE.pTi aj f^/aR aaa fEtajr aar ar i e^ ^fea^na ^ 4 

(^taa^fft tiKi Ej^ cj^t a^ cHiacf ^r aaa aa afR Rai aar ^ i 

aai^ aoa 4 aETaa?) wsRcR aif^? ^a ^ a? 1^1^ a?aa ?a 

aTlvRFaF E^ af?laat?aT a^ aaar . a^ va^iiail e^ fc^ fa aaa 

^i;fE-mv,Ta-a ar^ an ^ a? 'd aiEn? a^ ^laa^ a/t erte^ gra aac^ ara^ 
afeaafr e^ amn? a? fan anaEr fa? ETfia Ml I 

aw an azM a^nar aiMaz ^ai jr^fef eft Mka aaa gra M 
EFE-^ a ana -^r an n#l anaa e^ M ^l ^ i an Mn aaiaaTaTt ast ^ aaa an 
anenfen ai^f w nraRn i ara aataar-at an an aa^ f^ M M arclt aaa a?! aaa 
aMarar e^ .agcEF Man efee^ aaa a.I^ arMann a^ t, aatf^' an aRaWar 
EFi M ^ M t ara eje^ naa M nl, aa^ nma a^ ^ i fM ^ fnM ^r, %M 
^i ETf irona cj5l jrarcna zwia an smarRa -f^ t i MM a^l M aic51 

aazT a^ M ^ anM fMRral a^l aMf anarf^faE fMRiar arar an aann t i 

(xv) aa^ MMn a> argnnn, Farm fMa art nRfrf&a Mr aar nrMcr anaa 
fElanur nrroa ^ i nwtRm anaa Man ^r a^r Efj Mft ncRl an MafznM tMa 

a# t ■■ ■ 



2001-02 (^0 ^) 

2002-03 (^0 cM? ^r) 


.3Tia?m(+)/aTar (-) 

oTftmcf (-Fj/wr (') 

190 

1924.13 

- 1880 19 

200 

- 924 13 

- 880,19 

210 1 

^- 75.8E 

+ 11981 


(xvi) rffM ^1 Mar, 2000 agzM eb araraj nRfma ^ anara an Man aM maa’ t? 
aar aarr aaa ^ cFFft annaa, 1979' e^ 3 tM M aiR aM agnaa anaarnr aft 
nraar 1426 e?l i a^ 1999-2000 ?a a>TaaTRr an Mm Mam 8 M afci am ^a 
M rraMM eB arc^ M eB am an nnEFn 2-3 M aRt am n? nnnaT i rM€l 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part ID—Sec, 41 


^ ^ TI^ Sft ; 

cPTRRT^ vij-icii f^^ffRFF R’ f^ld^ ’ft ^ ’Hlfrl Rlf^R’ 

RRI^ RD ^ sft 3ft5? t 3HR ^ RTR 1 ’JFM DRI ^ 

^ ^ yeieTR RimTcTR DRT \J'5Jlf![cKN RTRI ^Tlt^f^ ^ 

XIR^TtrSt ^ tITc| ^ tj 4 403 RWTT^ 3Ti?t^ 'Efj RiR 3^F[ 

T^TnffTTxn?! ^ rfl^ ^ Vjfl^ ^ RIR 609 3lk RWTI^ ^ 3Tf?r^ ^ cfiT aHRicR I 
^Icllfch 31R^ sfN cpPTnr^ cfA ^ fellj MmI ^??T % 

^ ^ ^ RJ t^ RWTT^ wn aiRmrai iRlI 1 ^ R7 ^ 

RIr 1?RT R5?t DRI R’%'dl^4'<^ f^lRR t^fRD RTHI 3(RmcP t t^RT^ ^RlcMcS 

cpT^cfT^ g?t viTT ^ I sTRi^ wi?tc(RR ^ iRi;^ R7 arfSr^ 

gy^rnfM ^ rjrr 3Tt^ Ric^t hfri rd rr ?t% wr ^ rfr rrrt dcf^Rri 
#TT I 


^ ?it 1irgc<F RR ^ wf gjRiRT r¥^ 

^ l^HTcT R?I WTO R7 ^ f^RlR WW I R^ tW? RWTT^ tf?l 

^ RITOfrr^fTI R5l T^t TJ?t rR? RR5W W TIRhD ) 3Tf2r^R ^if^lclil 3lk RR R? WTO 

R5 gnTOR ^ R?t tcrwWTORR RtTR A ^l-?N STORF R> R?TOR ^ RW^ ^ 

?R RTf?fcRU| ^ I^^RR Rffrf R?! sJl 1 ^ RTR^ ^T TO I^T^R 1^ TOT f^ 3Ti?f^ 
4#IRTt R^t WTO R^ RWff TOTRTO R? ^^WRI WT^TO ^ I ^ 

TOT^ ^ WTjtr^f ^ I 

(xvii) ^ STR^ R?ITOtRIRT3Tt DW TO WRWR ^ ST^WR ffl qR^flTO R) 678 

JRI^IR)! cfj 12.20 Rt^F? RO RR cTRR TO TOITO ^ ^ t I rTOW TOTOR cfl 

R^-f t R^^ui ^ rTO ^ RIR JSrfTOit r5\ rtrto rrr5\ rw ^ rr^ r5\ TOtort % f^rTOf 
rRtotto5>r Tor to RRi^ RTO ^ RRR?t rTO w wTO^ ' ^ ^sTOra 1 

Tow 809i- # TO TO RRRTOT # wTO Tor 207; RTO RRTO^ R?r RITO RW?I 

^ R^ I RRTR % 3IMr TOTO^t Rft WTO RR fTOW RR^ ^ t I TOT TO 

RTOTi rtTOTO) ^ RistrfTO wro ^ st^rtr rtw ^ ttror fTO? rTO rr ^anTOt 

^ RtTOlRlRT 1?lf)TORRR 307 R^ Ri\ WRRRRTOT toTO ^ ^ ' R^ RRRRR 

DIRT ?R^ ^ TOr^ 80 R^ RSt ^ ^ TO t I TOM ^ RTTO^T ^TOT^ ^ TOTOtTOI 

^ FRTWT fTOi ar^rfer 400 rTOM R?t ai^TO^ ^ ^ 

TO ':;T is( f |Liqi:ii ^ jrarwr ^ TOtt 3T^r%R RTOTOit Rft rTOrt c^ rt^ ^r aiTO to ^ r# 
TO ^ Tor ?RT rTOt ^ 3tTO 3itTO?RTOT M TO ^ arfTOTR to ^ TO §rt 

Rf^TO4RT R> WTO ar^RTR ^T toTO TO RTOrt^ RTOrt RR 3 T 5 RTR TO? M R# t I 

(xviii) wrTO^ Tot (xvii) ^T RsiTRftfrR rtrTO^ wto #r TOTOwn rtt |r aTO fRi to 
R5t WH ^T RiTOR TO ^ fcRclTOT aFJRTRt RR WeTTTOr %, TOM gTRT RRWTOt 200/- 
RiO tM TOT JT^WF TO TOjtRH RWTT MrITO RTRT TOT f, FTWTO WTO TOcTRiR 5RT 
R^cRF RTO RR W?T TOtot TOT t I TOh ^ RTIRW TOTR^ sTO TOTOT c^ TOtRTRPT R?R 

TOM DIRT rrrtTOt Riw rrTOt To Tor Rgc<F TO TO?TOrtr Tot TO Mrtto rtrt tot 
t Tor ?rMtr[ ar^TOTOr RiRTOmTOit iRR^Rt^R^^TTO^TO rTOrw dtrt r?rrr 
TO t RTW TOTOTOt rTOtt To TOrr anTO ^ TO rtw tjr w^ TOTO i 





W ^ TTJm : 3THVOT 


17 


(xix) 3T^ ^ feTtr 5 ^ ;g^ 7 j gjT ^JcFlTsf ^1^ ^ W^JtiRTI ^TFTcR 

^ ^ JTFT ^ |l I w^c>cf) <olr| ^1 HI^Hl Md'ickilSit ^ IcH^ vJHi^i 

gRT JfM ^nf^ ITTST ^ 3 TmN OT<mrcP iflRTTFI ^ ^ HTcl^IH ?tnT 1 

(xx) WfnRRTOT TTg: jnftJcIRWT 2 cM HVjctt? %[?TT ^ItP ^ ^ t I ’TT'Ttrl 

RPT?T ^ ST^iTHt tR 3 T]tIT% ^ 3 lk ^T?c^ ^1 ^ c||-f^ch 

3 Ttg 5 % ^ "fR # I git '^TciT? ^ ?Jt f?l 7 gF g^teM TtwrRgt c^ 

3 iraR iR 3 i^HFtt git gs^ g¥ ^ gg? ^ gR grar ^ i ^ gRli^gt 
v;g'(t)k;g'tl ^ fell; F?T 3<^g'iRd g^ ^ c^gR irg> g^ gg^ f^ErgiRf git 
^ ^ I g’^ 2001-02 ^ gRgf^gi gugi-st ^ g^ggR Fg l^rf^ git g*ttgn git 

RT^ I 

(xxi) gF ^?gg Pi'gigg ^ anuR gg gt%g g’? 'gt'jjgi gggt git g^ gf^gt^HT' gg 

gFiRT # I 3Tg: jRje^ git fttgigg ^ gfi^ 3T[g?gcF t 1 1t4t€t ^ vjc^ t 
uig ggj g^ ^f^gr gg jrgiefg ^j?t g^ *1^ ^ gngT gg gg> ggeii feg^ ggg gg 
OTchRg gRgr ; a^R fh aigw g^gt-w^-g^cg^ gt^nr gg jRgm gRgr gf^R 
tFTT I g^ g^R gRT t^fFT Rf gg^ agjRR €tiH^ git ^ gte^t ggg git i^g^gg 

RRgRt ^ aggrg/an^ gt aggR tR rr^k ggR t i ^i:# tt 

f^igg ij^FttgR ^ Rg rr^ft ^ gsRi-Rg^-araw gg f^r? 

gRHt ggtggg ^ i gir gg^Rt f^ Rigr t gF ggfttggit ^ gicj ^ ^ 
gig ggi g^ git SR# ^ ittg?, gigr ar^ggt ^ arraR g? gsRTT-gg^-g^F^ 
gtRRr ^gR gs^ i iRggtg gfR rtrt gi zrtf^ra? ar^ng^ yF^rg ggR ^r gsmr-Rg^- 
yigcg^ ggitg gg frirf ^f'gptg^F' gg ggg gR ^?ggiT t i 

(xxij) gflF aRRg? ws-wg Rgg ^i, g^gn ^t RtF aig^ c^ (glBig>) jrgjRg git Fg> t att 7 
girgR ^ (gil^) wgidH git ff t I FTRtf^ ff Rjgwr ggi^^ig ^ stt Rfcfgr 
Piig(RRi!ra grat gir egn ^t RigR ?Rgit aFjgf^ ^ ^ g^ aJt :- 

(gj) FF ^tt7:igT g^tRi aft I 

(^) ggRTTR Rgf&g ggtgFi aratg ^tgg^ fR git rt^ gi 

fRg TTFgg mi 

(g) % agwRH m % ^ ggr kjg^k'gtft frj ^ RTggT ct^ ^ 

?g tcRtglcT git gaiF^ ^ gR f?Rn Riggr i 

g^r Fg^ttijmtt gg jraiRg ^ rr^ tr ggr t afrr fr rtIr A gim^ ^ 
jfFRrg ^ fd'< ^j®RF g7 gg jRgrg f^Rn ggr ^ 3RT: RtF 3RRg> jTF^gg frIr 
( agfattgmJt) ^^RtR ^ (gtf?i^) yFffR ^ fefF gaig? ff git ffbt ancmitF ^ ggt 

t I g^ aflR €K[g^ ^ ^ gjFi # FidiFid gir ^gifttFg^ Tj?t 

FRtgR g# ^ RT gggn alW ggRrg aigf?t ^r ’ft an^aftgmft ^r gitgR gg (gtf^) 
FFfgg gRgr 3TTg?gm t i ^gggr^ ft IRf i^rofF c^ 343^ Rgggg argfit ^ 
fR fr R^gwgr gtF ir^ fRgr rpf m 1 ^gfm R, ff ai’ft ggi sm g^ fag t i 
F ff R7 ’ft, ^;?Mt3g| afR ^tgg^ R bf ftf git Rgggg agrtat wi ^png flgr t 1 
Rtg tfr^t^t R oM^gg ggggt R ^ g^ git Rgggg aigfst ^ gg ar^ fetmt 1 
FFtggt (jRgrfctg y^gem ^ git agtRi aFiafrwfr ft gm ’tggjg ga^ 


31/2001—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in—S ec. 4] 


3I?T: ^ ^ 31^ ^ ^ cPI ST^'lRd ^ cFT 

I"! -qf^ tstiM 3Ti^3tnMt ^ (fcT^RraR ^ ^ 

3raf^ ^ ^ ^ 'll) ^ cf^r gf?RT viM^<w t ^ ^ irRira 

JR^ Cj5^ I 

12, trt^qrfRcRiq 3lW ^i<3^ risiT ^ anvR t? ^ jn1?Rm p^nfcHf^d 

^ Tf^i^FFT cfTxidi ^ :- 

(i) Mr^t ii ^ Rinmgst^ jif^ g?r ^ iraiR #^ :- 


^.ft. 


ftT3T 

r 

cfP'qRI JTPRTH WUIIcii <ft iPRm ft ^i|T 
^ xiai»n( 

80/- TC 

2. 

(hYqdl ftftft ^P iTRW ft cp)qft 

^ ■'tRT 



(qj) 7,5 fftf?iqH cH dcp 

120/- 


('0) 7,5 fftf^qd -CT ft 10 iftf^in 

110/- ^ 


(T) 10 fftlcH^d dd ft 3l1ftcp 

100/- TO 


^ 2 (®) Ijg 2 (^) vjfwifecT 5^ (Tift oIPj; ^ ^ XJ^PcI Hift«WI ^51 WdRIld 

Ti(j) ef^ ft ^ ift arfirw ^ I 

(ii) iq Tljg^ Tift Tl?t 3Rrfei ^ f^ #ftr 3fR qft 2001-2002 ^ 3ITcP^ ^ 3TFIR 

■^R 'Rdqft ^rfttSTf qft RKlftt I 

(iii) ■#! fift ft qi qft qft ftipiRT aicrfft ^ an^aftTEnft ft 
. cft^ 3RRqi 'ftk qiFqR ftJ (qiBltp) ygRIH tp fcTT ^ RPJ cfRft ^ ftt^ WRI 

'■m RTft cpt STfftft ftt iHIlfl tl 

(iv) qft 7-rRT? ^ Rlftt 'S ^ B!?r ITT?- ^ ftRR 'Tft'ftK'd'ft cp 1^ ftSfcIT - ftif^- 
ftT'If-n ftrjT? cfR I 


ID, ftTPlP} dft PTt?f fd^ Rl^r ^ q?- dd-^'ilW 3TTft ftft ^ ffPT ft ft?fPlR qift I 

14 'll'. MM^I -^IR^ Tp ^TRinf ft ;wf?RjtPRl ?lft qft cTlftig ft 15 cP ^T^ IRflftt ^ftlTl 


m arraifii 

[fft3m/iii/iv/i43/200i/3raT. ] 






[Miniii—•grp^4] 
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3?^ 


wg^H( qRq)<x»n ^ ^ cirn?! 


(^ - w ms ^) 




2001-02 

2002-03 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2001-02 

2002-03 

(I) 

smit ~ 

12 

12 

1? 

12 

12 

12 

01) 

awiaid (1*rfePPt 2^) 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

(in) 


8^95? 

83% 

83% 

83% 

83% 

83% 




190 

200 

200 

210 

210 

OV) 








(V) 





' 




(i) mnf *n5Ror 

18.750.00 

18.750.00 

19,750 00 

19,750.00 

20,750,00 

20.750 00 


(ii) JTtH jm 

3.710 00 

3.821 30 

3.710 00 

3,821 30 

3,710.00 

3,821 30 


(iii) ^ atn? 

1.215.00 

1 215 00 

1,215 00 

1,215 00 

1.215,00 

1,215 00 


(iv) 

0.00 

0 00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0 00 


sir? (V) 

23.675.00 

23,786..30 

24,675 00 

24,786.30 

25.675.00 

25,786.30 

(VI) 









(i) yrr nvsr^ 

1.220.00 

1.342 00 

1,220,00 

1.342 00 

1,220.00 

1,342 00 


(ii) yg STfOT 

2.694 50 

2.724 23 

2,594,50 

2.724.23 

2.594,50 

2 724.23 


(iii) fcT^ 

1,350.00 

1,390.50 

1,350.00 

1.390.50 

1.350.00 

1.390,50 


(iv) TO'T yg tm 

1.962.11 

2.0G0 21 

1,962.11 

2.000.21 

1,962 11 

2,060 21 


(v) ^ 

498 75 

523 69 

498.75 ' 

i 

- 523.61 ’ 

498.75 

523 Oil 



7,625.36 1 

8,040 62 

7,625.36 j 

'8,04'0M2 

7,625.36 

a0403V 


(vi) 

3.257.00 

3 257.00 

3.257.00 


3.257.00 



(vii) fttr ^ czrsr i 





1 

JTkJ/ 



156.40 

I 

I 172 04 

156.40 ! 

i 

i 

172 04 

156.40 

172 04 


■ ^ (Vf) j 

11.038.76 

1 11,469.66 

I 

11,038.76 i 

11.469.66 

11,038.76 

I 

11,469 66 

iVU) 

i 

12.636,24 

12,316.64 

1*3,636.24 

13.316 64 

I 

14,636 24 

i 

14,316.64 

fvni) ' 


1 1.636 00 

1,799.60 

1.636 00 

1 1. 799 60 

1,636 00 

1.709 60 

(EX) 


11,000.24 

10,617.04 

12,000 24 

11,517.04 

13,000.24 

12.517.04 

(X) 

^TJTt tn 

6 916 00 

6.116 00 

6.916 00 

6.116 00 

6.916 00 

6.116.00 

(XI) 

snxH 

' 4,084.24 

4,401.04 

5,084.24 

5,401 04 

6,084.24 

6.401 04 

(XIT) 

PptrfiRT 

79.8MOO 

76,597,00 

79,854 00 

76,597 DO 

79,854 00 

76.597 00 


(^) ^ iR Rffr c?r»T(i9 5% m 83%) 

12.924 37 

12,397 22 

12.924 37 

12,397 22 

12,924 37 

12.397 22 


(7g) 

6,916,00 

6 116 00 

6,916 00 

6. 1 00 

6,916 00 

6 11(3 on 

(xni) 

fen nm ter cTm(XII^n -XU 

6,008.37 

6.281.22 

6.008.37 

6.281.22 

6.008.37 

6.281.22 

(XIV) 

ij^ nl^crm 3jtef 

-1,924 13 

*1,880 19 

-924.13 

'880.19 

75.87 

119.81 

(XV) 

ijn ^i<snywf 








^ ^ feier arten 

-10 26 

-10.03 

^.68 

-4-46 

0 37 

0 58 


TA RIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

NewDellii. the 3rd December, 2001 

No. TAMP/5/2001-PPT.—In e.xercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act. 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the Paradip 
Port Trust for fi.\ation of tariff for handling coal tlirough its Mechanised Coal Han dlin g P lant as in the Order 
appended hereto. 
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TF(E GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in —Sec. 4] 


The Paradip Port Trust 


SCHEDULE 

Case NO.TAMP/S/2001.PPT 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed On this 5"' day of November 2001) 


This case relates to a proposal from the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) regarding 
fixation of tariff for handling coal through its Mechanised Coal Handling Plant (MCHP). 

2.1. The Scale of Rates of the PPT in respect of both vessel-related and cargo- 

related charges was last revised by this Authority vide its Order dated 10 April 2000. 


2.2. In the said Order this Authority had advised the PPT to come up with a separate 

tariff proposal giving detsflls of costing exclusively for the ADB-assisted MCHP project when it 
was nearing completion so thait a separate tariff for the coal handling could be prescribed. 

It was also decided in that case that the Scale of Rates of the Port would be 
reviewed after a period of one year considering the financial position of the Port as a whole; and, 
the PPT was to submit this other proposals relating to the estate rentals including rentals for 
properties in operational area, equipment hire charges and charges for the PPL captive berth. 

3.1. At the timie of comprehensive revision of tariff for vessel-related and cargo- 
related charges, the PPT hiad proposed a rate of Rs.70/- per metric tonne (PMT) for unloading of 
coal wagons, Rs.110/- PMT for shipment of coal upto 3.5 metric tonne per annum (MTPA) and 
Rs.lOO/- PMT for shipmeni; of Cvoal above 3.5 MTPA through the MCHP. 

3.2, The instant proposal has been formulated by the PPT in accordance with this 
Authority’s Order dated 10 April 2000 keeping in view the Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) 
as the single largest usejr of the facility. This proposal was endorsed by the Board of Trustees of 
the PPT in its meeting held on 22 December 2000. The PPT has furnished the following details 
in support of its proposal; 


(i). The ADB assisted MCHP is set up at a project cost of Rs.865.71 crores and is 
likely to be completed and commissioned from 1 April 2001. (It is learnt that the 
date has now been shifted to October 2001) 


(ii). The Installed Capacity of the Project is 20 million tonnes and the capacity 
utilisation for the first two years is envisaged at 60% i.e. 12 million tonnes. 

(III). The cost estimates for the MCHP, furnished only for the year 2001-02 indicate a 
handling cost of Rs. 210.92 per tonne. 

3.3. In this backdrop, the PPT has requested to approve the following rates for 

handling of coail through its MCHP: 


(i) . Unloading of Coal Wagons 

through Coal Unloading System 

(ii) . Shipment of Coal through 

Coal handling Plant 
Upto 7.5 MTPA 

7.5- 10 MTPA 
10-12.5 MTPA 

12.5- 15 MTPA 
Above 15 MTPA 


Rs.BO/- PMT 


Rs.120/- PMT 
Rs.110/- PMT 
Rs.lOO/- PMT 
Rs.90/- PMT 
Rs.70/- PMT 
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4. In accordance with the procedure prescribed, ■ the proposal was initially 

forwarded to the Tamil Nadu Electricity Board and Utkal Chamber of Commerce Industry for 
comments. The comments received are summarised below: 


A. Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) 

(i). The operational cost will reduce considerably once the bottom opening railway 
wagon system becomes operative at the MCHP; and, more coal will be handled 
through the plant Increasing the revenue of the PPT. 

(li). It incurs an extra expenditure towards chartering of the Craned Hopper Self 
Unloading Vessel (CHSU) and Gearless Vessels for transporting coal in 
Paradip-Ennore Port sector; and, also, on the conveyor system between the 
Ennore Port and the North Chennai Thermal Power Station. 

(iii) . The exact loan amount, the rate of Interest thereon and the repayment period 

including the initial moratorium period are not indicated in the calculation of the 
tariff. The ADB has funded a soft loan of US$ 134.85 millions at an interest rate 
of 6.34% only to the port; and hence, the tariff should be worked out based on 
this rate and not at 19.6%, which is very high considering the present PLR of 
12% announced by the Nationalised Banks with effect from March 2001. 

(iv) . The capacity utilisation shall be as per the designed capacity of the MCHP, as 

this facility will be utilised by other agencies also; therefore, the tariff needs to be 
worked out based on the full capacity utilisation instead of 12 million tonnes, 
which is only 60% of the installed capacity. 

(v) . The working of depreciation needs to be modified to reflect depreciation at 90% 

of the value of the plant & machinery (i,e.@ 4.5% per annum) Instead of 100% 
value as the balance 10% value Is recovered on scrapping of the plant as scrap 
value. 

(vi) . An amount of Rs.7 crores provided towards salary and wages seems to be on 

the higher side considering the manpower requirements in view of the 
mechanisation and automation. 

(vij). An amount of Rs. 17.30 crores towards the O & M expenses appears to be on 
the higher side and may be restricted to the actuals or certain percentage of the 
capital cost. The actual percentage in these expenses In the modern ports 
abroad can be a guide for this. 

(viii). A special discount must be allowed to the TNEB for effecting large volumes. 

B. The Utkal Chamber of Commerce and Industry fUCCM has not sent any 
wntten comments so far. 


5.1. On a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the PPT was requested to furnish 

additional information/clarificatlon on various points arising out of Its proposal. Some of the 
important queries raised are summarised below: 


(i) . To indicate and consider the proportionate amount of working capital; and, 

management and general overheads allocable to the MCHP In the cost 
statements to avoid cross-subsidisation. 

(ii) . The Port could not submit proper cost statements for different activities at the 

time of last general revision of the tariff (April 2000); and, the Scale of Rates was 
to be reviewed after a period of one year. The PPT was also to submit the other 
proposals relating to estate rentals including rentals for properties in operational 
area, equipment hire charges and charges for the PPL captive berth. The 
reasons for the PPT not proposing any review of these rates so far. 
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(iii) . To indicate the latest position of the issues dealt with in paragraph 18 (ix) of this 

Authority's Order dated 10 April 2000 relating to the details of the non-statutory 
expenses that the TNEB may not have to incur on commissioning of the MCHP; 
and, in paragraph 18(x) ibid relating to the issue of surplus labour. 

(iv) . The reasons for an upward revision in the estimated power expenses from 

Rs.1220 lakhs (earlier) to Rs.1620 lakhs now. 

(v) . To eliminate the effect of double counting of interest on loans reflected once as a 

separate item of cost and again as a part of the capital employed. 

(vi) . To clarify the reason for considering maintenance dredging expenditure (which is 

a vessel-related cost) for fixing cargo handling rate. 

(vii) . To furnish the cost estimates for the next two years following the year 2001-02. 

(vili). To clarify the prorata computation of Railway earnings and expenses, as the 
figure of traffic adopted for computation for the year 1999-2000 is different from 
that adopted for Port and Dock Income. 

(Ix). To indicate reasons for continuance of separate rates for handling of coal at 
lOHP in terms of paragraph 16 (iii) of the TAMP order dated 10 April 2000. 

(x). To assess and indicate the resultant savings to TNEB in the vessel-related port 
charges as well as the standing cost of the vessel; and, other savings on 
account of better wagon turnaround and shipment by handling coal through 
MCHP. 


(xi) . The basis of arriving at different slabs for fixing the proposed sliding slab rates. 

(xii) . To explore the possibility of linking the proposed rates with performance; and, 

formulate a suitable efficiency linked tariff scheme. 

(xlii). The reasons for reduction in the traffic forecast of 20 million tonnes for the year 
2001-02 at the time of general revision to a present estimate of 12 million 
tonnes. 


5 . 2 . The PPT after the joint hearing in this case, submitted detailed replies to the 

queries raised by us. The important points made by the PPT are summarised below: 

(i) . The working capital for the year 1999-2000 becomes a negative figure (because 

of overdue Interest liabilities); and hence, it has been considered as nil. 
Excluding the figure of overdue interest from the Current Liabilities; and, 
CBnsidering a share of Thermal Coal being 44% in the total cargo, the working 
capital requirement for the MCHP works out to Rs. 15.09 crores. 

(ii) . The power cost has been taken on the basis of present electricity tariff structure. 

(iii) . Mechanisation will not reduce the manpower immediately. It may take a long 

time to effect such reduction. Further, transfer of manpower from existing 
working areas to the mechanised coal project is not possible. 

On the basis of the assessment made by the High Power Committee, 609 cargo 
handling workers and all the bulk handling (C&F) workers will be rendered 
surplus after mechanisation of the coal handling plant. 

A Voluntary Retirement Scheme (VRS) has been introduced by the PPT as per 
the directives of the Government; and, a similar scheme has also been 
introduced by the Managemerit Committee for the C&F workers. Only 32 cargo 
handling workers and 116 C&F workers have opted for the Scheme. The 
response of the workers is luke-warm on account of the amount of (inadequate) 
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compensation offered under the present VRS. The port has to live with the 
labour redundancy for some more time. 

(iv) . Under the new system, the haulage operations will be handled by the Indian 

Railways; and, the port will get only terminal charges. The Railway (Terminal) 
revenue at existing rates is considered in the revised calculations. 

(v) . The coal handling operation may not be shifted to the MCHP and may have to 

be handled manually and at the lOHP till such time the following are achieved: 

(a) . Supply of 100% BOBR wagon by the Railway; 

(b) . Stabilisation of functioning of the mechanised coal plant; and, 

(c) . Removal of redundant labour. 

(vi) . The MCHP will improve the efficiency of the port significantly resulting m better 

wagon turnaround and ship turnaround which will result in lower cost for the 
MCHP users as well as the port. The initial assessment of volume of cargo to be 
handled through MCHP was made at 10 MT for TNEB and 1 MT each for 
APSEB and KPCL. It is, however, not possible to work out the resultant savings 
on account of increased efficiency at this stage, which shall be possible only 
after assessing the performance of the plant for about one to two years. 
Similarly, suitable efficiency linked tariff scheme can be worked out only after 
assessing the performance of the plant for some time and the volume of coal 
handled at the MCHP by different users. 

(vii) . The sliding slabs are proposed in accordance with this Authority’s Order dated 

10 April 2000; and, there are no financial parameters for arriving at these sliding 
rates. 

(viii). The port has not been able to finalise so far the proposals for revision of tariff in 
estate rentals and plot rentals in operational areas and equipment hire charges; 
and, a composite proposal when finalised, will be submitted to the TAMP for 
approval. 

(ix). The projection of 20 million tonnes no longer holds good at present as the TNEB 
has not entered into any agreement either with the Mahanadi Coal Fields Limited 
or the port with regard to the quantity of coal to be handled through PPT. The 
estimates at present stands at maximum of 12 million tonnes out of which 2 
million tonnes will be on account of users other than TNEB. 


6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 4 May 2001 in Paradip. At the joint 

hearing, the following submissions were made: 


Paradip Port Trust (PPT) 

(i) . The MCHP project was not initiated by the PPT, but TNEB pushed it up in 1986; 

thereafter the (then) Ministry of Surface Transport pursued it. 

(ii) . The PPT cannot really be definite about the ‘why’ and ‘hows’ of the project. 

(iii) . We have given various options for 19.6% ROCE at different volumes of traffic; 

we have no flexibility. 

(iv) . The TNEB will actually save a lot on non-statutory payments. They need to 

charter only gearless vessels, there will be substantial savings in that also. 

(V). Quicker turnaround results in all round savings on other payments like berth hire, 
etc. 
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(vi). The traffic projections are based mainly on the assurances given by the TNEB. 
These may not fully materialise; we expect to reach 20 MT only after 3 years. 

(vil). The payback period is 8 years; and, moratorium period is not available. We can 
break even only at around 12 MT. Therefore, if the rate is not hiked, we will 
have a severe cash crunch. 

(viii). (a). Mechanical handling of coal shall have same rate, whether handled at 
lOHP or MCHP. Similarly, the Mechanical handling of iron ore shall also 
have same rates, whether handled at lOHP or MCHP. 

(b). For manual handling of coal and iron ore, there shall be separate rates. 

(ix) . The removal of coal from the lOHP will affect the earnings at lOHP further. As it 

is also, it is adverse to us. We will subsequently come up for a revision in the 
lOHP rate with respect to the overall economies of iron ore handling. 

(x) . The handling at MCHP will replace 80% of the total labour (employed by the 

clearing agents) and not, our 20% labour. 

(xi) . The MCHP will also need personnel to operate it. Our estimate is that it will be 

around 400. The wage increase is on account of this. 

(xii) . The IRR at the time of sanction of the project by the Public Investment Board 

(PIB) was 12.59%, assumed on an investment of Rs.597 crores and traffic of 20 
MT; whereas, today the investment Is Rs.830 crores and traffic is only 6 MT, IRR 
will, therefore, be very low. 

There is a talk of the NTPC setting up 3 power plants to yield new traffic of 5 MT; 
but, all this is only a ‘plan’; there is nothing concrete. 

(xiii). Individual users will be benefited enormously; why can we not get some benefit 
by raising the tariff. 

(xiv). We charge Rs.10/- PMT for local haulage. In the new arrangement the Railway 
will claim it and we will loose some revenue thereby. 

(XV). Let the users pay Rs. 200/- at the MCHP; let them go to a manual handling or let 
them go to lOHP at MCHP rate. 

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) 

(i). The PPT tariff must be with reference to its costs and margins and not with 
reference to the benefits that we will get. 

(il). The IRR shall be worked out with reference to the internal resources only and 
not with reference to the ‘loans'. 

(iii) . The PPT must distinguish between the debt and equity and give the cost of them 

separately. 

(iv) . On what basis the depreciation is calculated on a useful life of 20 years? Why 

depreciate 100% of the plant. The normal practice is to depreciate only 90% 
and recover the other 10% after ‘scrapping’. 

(v) . The TNEB has committed for only 11 MT, the PPT has pitched it at 20 MT taking 

into account the other traffic also. The TNEB cannot be penalised if other 
customers (e.g. Videocon, Trishakti, NTPC) are not honouring their 
commitments. 
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(Vi). 

(a). 

The TNEB has to pay more to the Mahanadi Coal Fields Limited for 
giving the coal, this extra cost must also be reckoned with. 


(b). 

The cost of conveyer from Ennore to North Chennai Power Station must 
also be reckoned with. 

(vii). 

(a). 

Electricity charges include the charges relating to the power sub-station, 
which has not yet come up; the costing is therefore, on a higher side. 


(b). 

The assumptions made by the PPT (with respect to electricity 
consumption based on power requirements of 3KWH for handling 1 MT 
of coal @ Rs.4.50 per KWH) are on the higher side. Let the PPT revise 
with respect to the 'actuals' based on the trial runs. 


(viii). The operation & maintenance cost (Including salary & wages) is assumed at 
2.86% of the project cost. The TNEB follows a norm of 2.50% for thermal 
stations. Why not follow that? 2.86% is very high for this project; even 1.50% 
should be sufficient. In a port situation, there are no consumables; therefore, 
1.50% should suffice. 


6 . 2 . 


Utkal Chamber of Commerce and Industry fUCCI) 

(f). There must be a win-win situation for all sides. 

(w). The tariff increase must not be based only on savings made by the TNEB. It 
must be with reference to the rated capacity. 

(iii). An overlapping period of 6 months may be recognised as it will not be possible 
to wind up the old arrangements fully; therefore, there must be a transition time. 

At the joint hearing, the PPT submitted the following documents: 

(i) . Details of calculation of the handling cost per tonne. 

(ii) . Details of vessel-related costs; and, the savings that would accrue to 

TNEB. 


6.3. As decided at the joint hearing, the TNEB and the PPT were requested to furnish 

the following additional information and/or documents: 


(i) . The TNEB to submit a note about the norms available in the power sector for 

estimation of the operational and maintenance cost as a percentage of the 
project cost; and, a note on the savings (to TNEB) cited by the PPT. 

(ii) . The PPT to submit a note on the surplus labour; and, the steps taken to reduce 

the idle labour. 

(iii) . The TNEB and PPT to jointly analyse the results of the trial run for firming up the 

cost estimates on a realistic basis. 


(iv). An agreed note on the transition period to be allowed in cases like this; and, the 
tariff arrangements for the transition period. 

6.4. Also, as decided at the joint hearing, copies of the proposal was also forwarded 

for comments to the Mahanadi Coal Fields Ltd., the Andhra Pradesh Power Generation 
Corporation Ltd. and the Karnatka Power Corporation Ltd., being the other concerned users who 
were not consulted earlier. 
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7 .1. The TNEB has, In addition to furnishing the requisite information and reiterating 

the points made by it at the joint hearing, stated as follows: 


(i). As per clause 1.5(c) of the notification dated 30 March 1992 published by the 
Ministry of Power, the O&M expenditure in respect of Thermal Power Station 
including insurance for the full one year after commissioning of the plant are to 
be calculated on the basis of one of the following alternatives; 

(a) . at the rate of 2.5% of the actual expenditure of ceiling on capital 

expenditure provided in the power purchase agreement :or, 

(b) . at 2% of the actual capital expenditure of ceiling on capital expenditure 

provided in the power purchase agreement together with actual 
expenditure on insurance. 

Provided that total of 2% of the actual expenditure on ceiling on the 
capital expenditure provided in the power purchase agreement and the 
actual expenditure on insurance shall not exceed 3% on the capital 
expenditure. 


(ii). Since the O&M expenditure for thermal plants includes cost of consumables like 
acid, chemicals, caustic soda, lubricants besides pay & allowances, and at the 
MCHP there are no such consumables except the expenditure on establishment 
which is the major expenditure, the reasonable estimate towards O&M charges 
will be 1.00% to 1.25% of the total capital cost. 


(ill). (a). As regards accrued savings (to TNEB) Indicated by the PPT, the TNEB 
has to incur additional expenditure towards payments to be made to M/s. 
Mahanadi Coal Fields Ltd., for crushing of the coal to suit the 
specifications of its plant; and also, there will be loss of coal during the 
transportation and handling due to its small size, etc. Hence, an 
expenditure of Rs.21.50 per tonne to be incurred by the TNEB for 
crushing of coal shall be absorbed in the tariff, as this is mainly to 
accommodate the specification of the plant rather than the need of the 
TNEB. 


(b) . The savings in the railway haulage as pointed out by the PPT may not 

accrue, as the same amount has to be paid to the Railways. Besides, 
the Railway may charge a higher tariff for allocating bottom opening 
wagons. 

(c) . The other savings indicted are due to the factors beyond the control of 

the PPT viz. engaging higher capacity vessels, self loading vessels and 
gearless vessels. 

(d) . The TNEB has to incur an additional expenditure of R 3 . 20 /- per MT by 

switching over to the MCHP, if the port charges of Rs.200/- & Rs.160/- 
as proposed by the PPT and the Ennore Port towards handling of coal 
are accepted: and hence, there will not be any savings to TNEB by 
switching over to the MCHP. 


(iv). As suggested by the representative of the UCCI at the joint hearing, an 
overlapping (transition) period of six months may also be considered to 
accommodate the change from manual to mechanical loading as full utilisation of 
the MCHP will depend on the other agencies viz. Railways to supply the bottom 
opening wagons, TNEB to charter high capacity gearless vessels and PPT to 
complete the balance work In the handling system. 

7,2. The PPT has reiterated the points made by it earlier while responding to the 

queries raised by this Authority; and, at the joint hearing. 
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8 .1. The Karnataka Power Corporation Limited has informed that it has no comments 
to offer. 

8.2. The comments made by the Andhra Pradesh Power Generation Corporation 
Limited (APPPGCL) are summarised below: 


(i). Usually for any estimate the available plant capacity (considered at 60% by the 
PPT) has to be assumed as 85%; and therefore, it is requested to reckon the 
plant capacity at 75%, which will result in more attractive handling charge of 
Rs.168.75 per tonne (as against Rs.210.92 per tonne) for the Thermal Power 
Stations. 


(11). The MahanadI Coalfields Limited (MCL) has intended to supply the coal ex- 
Paradip at R9.910.92 per tonne i.e. apart from the cost of coal and the 
transportation charges, it is charging Rs.267.34 per tonne towards handling 
charge at the PPT as against the handling charge of Rs.200 per tonne levied by 
the port authorities. Thus the benefit extended to the Thermal Power Stations is 
limited to Rs.23.52 per tonne only as against the earnings of Rs.67.34 per tonne 
to the MCL. 

The rate charged for handling of coal be restricted to Rs.210.92 per tonne or 
lesser if the higher plant load capacity is assumed. 

8.3. Despite several reminders, Mahanadi Coal Fields Limited has not responded. 

9. In the meanwhile, the PPT pleaded for another opportunity of hearing to present 

various associated issues relevant to the MCHP project. The request made by the PPT was 
agreed to. 


10. A team of PPT officials headed by the Chairman (PPT) met the Chairman of this 

Authority on 22 October 2001 and presented its case. It also made a written submission 
immediately thereafter covering all the points argued by it at the hearing. The written 
submissions made by the PPT are summarised below: 

(I). This is not a tariff fixation case of an ordinary type but one which involves huge 
investment comprising a substantial loan component and utilisation of savings of 
the port built over a period of years. The interest amount alone would be around 
Rs.62 crores per annum. 

(ii). Since the result of this tariff fixation is crucial to the financial backbone of the 
port, It is essential to appreciate the operations of this MCHP closely both from 
the point of view of principles and realities. 

(Hi). The installed capacity was envisaged at 20 million tonnes in the proposal 
submitted to this Authority; however, it is expected that the capacity will not 
reach 20 million tonnes during the next two years. Significantly, this will not be 
because of any wilful under-utilisation of capacity by the PPT but, because of 
absence of supportive infrastructural facilities essential for optimum utilisation of 
the installed capacity of the MCHP. Though the plant. Inaugurated on 11 
September 2001 has started operating, the existing capacity installed is 
substantially less than 20 million tonnes due to the following reasons: 

(a). The capacity of 20 million tonnes requires movement of coal of at least 
20 rakes a day which is possible only if complete signaling system is in 
operation. Owing to delay in according approval to the plans/drawings 
by the Railways, the signaling system has not yet been installed. 
Installation of signaling system may take about two years, which 
restricts the movement of trains per day to 12, and hence limiting the 
installed capacity to 12 million tonnes during the first two years. 
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(b). The installed capacity of 20 million tonnes is also dependent upon a 
similar matching capacity for crushing of coal available with the 
Mahanadl Coalfields Ltd. (MCL); and, the capacity of the rail 

engines to operate air compression system for In-motlon unloading of 
wagons. Both the MCL and the Railways will take time to introduce such 
facilities. 

(iv). The capacity utilisation projected at 12 million tonnes cannot also 
materialise as envisaged since the coai linkage to the port continues to be at a 
level of 8 million tonnes per annum. The diversion of coal, when it does take 
place, from the VPT will also increase the utilisation to 10 million tonnes only. 


(v) . In view of these factors, the tariff calculations may be based on the Installed 

capacity of 12 million tonnes and capacity utilisation of 10 million tonnes for the 
first two years, 

(vi) . All the users (including the TNEB) are presently spending around Rs.250/' to 

Rs.270/- per tonne for manual operations besides paying Rs.70/- towards 
wharfage, which adds up to an expenditure of above Rs.SOOA per tonne. The 
users will still be benefited if they have to pay Rs.200/- per tonne for using the 
MCHP. 


The tariff need be so fixed that both users and the port are benefited, 

(vii). The pro-rata reduction of the rate of return from 19.5% to 11.7% (by Unking 
return to the capacity utilisation of 60%) will drag the port into heavy losses from 
the very beginning because the interest payable on loans itself is 13.5% to 14% 
at the normal rates, 

(viii). The decision of the Authority that a separate rate for coal being handled at the 
Iron Ore Handling Plant (lOHP) may be reconsidered in light of the reasons 
stated above and the fact that the switchover from conventional wagon to BOBR 
is actually going to take more than a year. The time limit of two years may 
accordingly be allowed. 

11. With reference to the totality of information collected dunng the processing of 

this case, and based on a collective application of mind, the following position emerges: 


(i). The PPT had in 1999 proposed a comprehensive tariff revision along with the 
proposed tariff for handling of coal at its upcoming facility of Mechanised Coal 
Handling Plant (MCHP). This Authority, while deciding the case In April 2000, 
advised the PPT to de-link the general revision of tariffs from fixation of rate for 
handling coai at the new MCHP Involving a massive outlay of about Rs.900 
crores. At that time, while the PPT could separate the cost figures relating to 
this project, it could not prepare cost statements for various other activities / sub¬ 
activities. The general revision of tariff was, therefore, decided on over-all 
considerations with break-up between two major groups of tariffs viz,, cargo- 
related charges and vessel-related charges. The Port had also not proposed a 
revision of Estate Rentals, particularly for properties in operational area, 
Equipment Hire, and charges for the Paradip Phosphates Limited (PPL) captive 
berth. The Scale of Rates approved vide this Authority's Order dated 10 April 
2000 was to be reviewed after one year considering the financial position of the 
Port as a whole In the light of these proposals to be submitted by the Port and on 
the basis of cost statements for various activities / sub-activities. 


The PPT has, however, not submitted proposals for general revision of charges 
based on appropriate cost of rendering services as also proposals for fixing rates 
for estate rentals, equipment hire, etc. even though the prescribed one-year 
validity period is over. Recognition of this fact shall not be taken to mean that 
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this Authority has ratified or approved or acquiesced continuance of the 
approved tariff beyond the validity period. 

(ii) . The MCHP project which was originally estimated to cost Rs.587.41 crores is 

now estimated to cost Rs.831.11 crores as per the approved revised cost 
estimates and the completion cost is expected to be R8.865.71 crores. The 
project is partly financed from the ADB loan assistance and partly from port’s 
own resources. The project was commissioned on 11 September 2001. Though 
the trial runs have already taken place, it is understood that the project shall take 
some time to become fully operational. 

As admitted by the PPT, this project is a ‘new project for old cargo’. The PPT 
indirectly expressed its inability to explain the economics of the project. 
Apparently, this project does not Immediately result in additional cargo or 
reduction In operating expenditure. Distressingly, this project is going to 
compound the problems of labour redundancy already faced by the PPT. 

This Authority has no jurisdiction over the investment decisions of the major port 
trusts. Ironically, it has to reckon with such investments while approving tariff for 
such newly created facilities. In the instant case, the traffic projections 
considered at the time of project planning and approval appear to be very 
optimistic and far from the reality. Since the traffic projections are not going to 
materialise at least in the near future, the huge project cost will cast a heavy 
burden on the existing cargo which will be shifted to the newly created facility. 

(iii) . The MCHP project envisages creation of a capacity of 20 million tonnes for 

handling thermal coal. The PPT has, however, argued that this capacity is only 
theoretical, since synchronisation of Integrated developments in the railways, 
MCL, etc., have not been achieved. The PPT has clearly brought out the 
handicap faced by the MCHP duo to non-availability of railway signaling system, 
non-introduction of required capacity engines to operate air compression system 
and a mismatch of crushing capacity available at the coal fields. It is true that 
the PPT has already invested in facilities to create a capacity of 20 million 
tonnes. Tariff to be fixed has to reckon with the investments made. At the same 
lime, it is also equally true that the MCHP in a stand-alone mode cannot reach 
its maximum capacity. The feeder system also requires to gear up to handling 
coal to the capacity of the PPT’s plant. As has been pointed out by the PPT, the 
capacity under utilisation of the MCHP Is not a wilful decision of the Port; but, is 
a situation forced on it. Further, the PPT has not requested for reckoning with 
the capacity of the plant at 12 million tonnes forever. It has indicated certain 
time limits for development of the associated facilities. Till such facilities are 
developed, the PPT’s request is to consider the capacity of the plant at 12 
million tonnes only for the first two years. We find this request of the PPT to be 
reasonable; and, accordingly, we accept it. 

(iv) . Right from the beginning of processing of the PPT’s proposal for general 

revision of tariff, this Authority has always expressed doubts over the estimate of 
capacity utilisation of the MCHP. The PIB Note (for revised cost estimates) 
shows a traffic projection of 7.5. million tonnes for 2000-01; 13.5 million tonnes 
for 2001-02, 14.35 million tonnes for 2002-03 and 20 million tonnes thereafter. 
The minutes of the pre-PIB meeting held in September 1999 show that the 
(then) Ministry of Surface Transport had clarified that the Ministry of Coal had 
assured that there would be adequate demand for coal and, therefore, facilities 
created would be utilised. 

The PPT had earlier assumed traffic at a level of 12 million tonnes for the year 
2001-02 to 2003-04 which it has subsequently revised downwards to 10 MT per 
annum. The major user of the facility, the TNEB has indicated that its 
commitment Is only for 11 million tonnes in the overall 20 million tonnes and 7 
million tonnes in the initial phase. Considering the contribution of TNEB of 7 
million tonnes in the initial phase, even the revised traffic projection of 10 million 
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tonnes made by the PPT appears unrealistic. Since this is a new facility, we do 
not have the opportunity of analysing the past trend of traffic handled; also, 
significantly, as the project envisages diversion of traffic from some other ports. 

The entire costing (except capital cost) for this project is based on estimates. In 
the absence of any other data for cross-verification, the estimates provided by 
the Port Trust are inevitably to be relied upon. Accepting the estimates provided 
by the port, if results in any undue advantage to it, a suitable adjustment in tariff 
will be made in future accruals. In the light of this position emerging, there 
seems to be no reason for not accepting the revised estimates of reduced traffic 
(which only appears to be on the higher side), furnished by the PPT. 

As has already been mentioned, the revised traffic projection of 10 million tonnes 
appears to be very optimistic, in view of the commitment of TNEB in the initiai 
phase and possible diversion of traffic from the VPT, it may perhaps be realistic 
to consider an estimated traffic of around 8 million tonnes only in the initial 
phase. If the capacity of the MCHP is taken at 12 million tonnes and the traffic 
projection at 8 million tonnes, the resultant tariff will be at a higher level. Even 
though in this situation the return on capital employed gets reduced due to lower 
utilisation factor, the fixed cost gets distributed over the traffic of only 8 million 
tonnes thereby pushing the unit cost to a higher level. As has already been 
explained, we are Inclined to accept the traffic estimates provided by the PPT at 
10 million tonnes. 

(V). This Authority is presently allowing an ROCE of 19.6% in the case of major port 
trusts. It is to be recognised that the ROCE of 19.5% is for assets, which are 
utilised nearly to their capacity level. A port cannot seek to maximise return on 
Investment when capacity created is under-utilised. In the instant case, the 
(revised) capacity is 12 million tonnes and estimated utilisation is around 10 
million tonnes. This means a capacity utilisation of around 83%. That being so, 
the return on capital employed can be allowed only pro rata with reference to the 
capacity utilisation. 

(vi) . The estimated Income from Port & Dock Charges for the years 2001-02, 2002- 

03, and 2003-04 is computed by the PPT on the basis of actuals for 1999-2000 
and does not take into account the additional income (arising from dollar- 
denomlnated tariff) on account of likely fluctuation in foreign exchange rates. 
This increase needs to be taken into account at 3% for 2000-0], 6% for 2001-02, 
and 9% for 2002-03. 

(vii) . The Port has stated that Railway Income under the new system will be only from 

Terminal Charges as haulage will be done by the Indian Railways. In view of 
this, railway cost to be apportioned to this sub-activity shall also exclude the cost 
Incurred for haulage, viz., operation & maintenance and depreciation of 
locomotives and wagons. 

(viii). With regard to the observations about cost of power, the PPT has clarified that 
they have computed it on the basis of prevailing electricity tariffs. Since results 
of the trial runs are not available the assumptions made by the Port regarding 
power requirements have been accepted for this exercise. 

(ix). The Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) has commented about higher Repairs 
and Maintenance cost and Salaries & Wages. They have suggested that the 
norms prescribed for the Thermal Power Projects be adopted with suitable 
modifications. The PPT has computed cost at 1% of capital cost for civil work, 
7% of capital cost for mechanical works and marine craft as is normally done by 
the Ports. Since assets used in a Thermal Power Plant and in a Port Project are 
of different nature, the practice followed by the PPT is being accepted for this 
exercise in the absence of any indication about the actual cost. 
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(x). The PPT has computed depreciation taking average life of civil structures as 40 
years and mechanical equipment / structures as 20 years. Depreciation of 
capital assets in tariff calculation in the case of major ports is considered on a 
straighMine method following the life norms prescribed by the Government. 
There is no provision for recovery of scrap value at the end of the life of the 
assets. This practice is followed uniformly by all major ports including the PPT. 
That being so, the objection made by the TNEB in this regard cannot be 
accepted to make a deviation only for the PPT and in the case of only one of Its 
facilities. 

(xl). The TNEB has suggested to distinguish between debt and equity for the purpose 
of allowing return on investment. The suggestion is to decide the quantum of 
return on the basis of sources of funds. This Authority adopts this method of 
allowing return on Investment in the case of private terminal operators at the 
major ports. In the case of the major ports, a fixed rate of return is allowed on 
the capital employed without distinguishing the sources of fund. This Authority 
has already decided to review the existing system of allowing return on capital 
employed in the case of major port trusts. It is needless to mention that the 
existing system has to continue till such a review is completed and an alternative 
methodology is prescribed, if found necessary. Since it is not possible to adopt 
a different rate of return only In respect of the PPT, the suggestion of the TNEB 
cannot be accepted in the instant case. 

(xii). As has already been mentioned, the MCHP project is partly financed from ADB 
loan assistance. The ADB loan assistance is passed on to the PPT in the form 
of Govt, of India loan which carries an interest rate of 13% /14%. That being so, 
the position reported by the TNEB that the PPT gets a soft loan from the ADB is 
not correct. 

Double counting of interest on the loan, considered once in the expenditure to 
arrive at the net surplus and again as a part of the return on capital employed, 
has been eliminated. 

The PPT*s apprehension §bout cash flow problems on account of interest 
payable on loans because of a reduction in the capital employed figure allowed 
is, perhaps, due to an incorrect appreciation of the costing method followed by 
us. In the pricing methodlogy adopted the entire estimated interest payment is 
allowed as a cost element. The reduction in return on capital employed may not, 
therefore, pose any cash flow problems. Because of a reduction in the total 
return on capital employed which includes debt and own sources of capital, the 
return to be received on own sources of capital may be iess than (even) the 
reduced level allowed due to the fact that the cost of debt capital has been 
allowed without any reduction. 


(xiii). The Working Capital (I.e., Current Assets minus Current Liabilities) is a negative 
figure for the year 1999-2000. The PPT has taken the Working Capital at Rs.l5 
crores on a pro rata basis after excluding overdue interest liabilities from the 
Current Liabilities. If the accrued interest figure is also likewise excluded from 
the Current Assets, the Working Capital will be a negative figure. The Working 
Capital "to be included in the Capital Employed for computing 'return' has, 
therefore, been taken as 'nil*. 

(xlv). The PPT has indicated that the TNEB will save some non-statutory expenses 
incurred at present while handling coal either manually or at the lOHP; and, 
therefore, the tariff proposed for MCHP will not really push up TNEB costs. The 
details thereof furnished by the PPT have been disputed by the TNEB. The 
TNEB has furnished Its own figures of comparative cost of njovement of coal to 
their Power Plant (i) with the existing facilities at the PPT through the Chennai 
Port and (il) with the new MCHP at the PPT through the Ennore Pori assuming, 
inter alia, the proposed rate of Rs.200/- PMT at the PPT and Rs.160/- PMT at 
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the Ennore Port. The TNEB may be correct in Its own way to consider the 
saving in the total cost to it; however, these are not new factors and were 
envisaged when the project was taken up. From the PPT’s point of view the 
emphasis is on savings in cost incurred by the TNEB at the PPT. 

This Authority has no jurisdiction over the rate for coal handling that may be 
finally fixed at the Ennore Port; however, on the basis of the rate for the MCHP 
at the PPT now being considered reasonable, there will be some saving to the 
TNEB in its total cost on the basis of their own calculations furnished. 

It is relevant here to mention that tariff determination is with reference to the cost 
incurred by the Port in providing services. It cannot be only dependent on the 
savings accrued to the users. At the same time, the argument of the users that 
savings accruing to them shall have no relevance while fixing tariff for the Port 
project is not tenable, as It is due to this project only that savings will accrue to 
them. In any case, this proposal of the PPT is based on its costs of operating 
the MCHP. Its observations about the savings to the TNEB are only to be taken 
as incidental observations. 

(xv). Subject to the analysis given above, the cost statement has been modified. The 
modified cost statement is annexed. The cost statement discloses the following 
position at different levels of tariff: 


TARIFF 

2001-02 

2002-03 

(Rs / tonnes) 

(Rs. In laKhs) 

(Rs. in lakhs) 


Surplus (+) / Deficit (-) 

Surplus (+) / Deficit {-) 

190 

-1924.13 

-1880.19 

200 

-924.13 

-880.19 

210 

+75.87 ' 

+ 119.81 


(xvi). While considering the proposal for general revision of tariffs at the PPT in April 
2000 , it was noticed that the port had ^426 cargo handling workers administered 
under the 'Cargo Handling Scheme of 1979*. The average employment of these 
workers was reported at 6 days per month in 1999-2000 and that it would further 
reduce to 2-3 days per month after commissioning of the MCHP. The PPT had 
also clarified that the service conditions of these workers were formulated 
separately; but, like regular employees these workers were being paid monthly 
wages irrespective of the number of days of engagement and were also eligible 
to other service and retirement benefits. As reported by the PPT, the High 
Power Committee appointed by the Supreme Court of India had ascertained (in 
1993) a surplus of 403 workers prior to commissioning of MCHP and estimated a 
surplus of another 609 workers after commissioning of the MCHP. While the 
PPT is persuading more workers to opt for VRS, it will inevitably have to live with 
the labour redundancy for some more time. This issue calls for serious attention 
of all concerned for urgent remedial action. Nevertheless, it will not be 
reasonable for this Authority to interminably load the labour redundancy cost on 
to the tariffs. 

Strictly speaking, the cost of labour, which is actually deployed only for coal 
handling must be considered for fixing the tariff thereof. The ground reality of 
idle labour cannot, however, altogether be wished away. The issues of surplus 
labour and allocation of cost thereon were examined more pointedly by this 
Authority in a case relating to handling of Manganese ore at the Visakhapatnam 
Port. In that case, it was found that it would be appropriate to spread the cost of 
surplus labour over the entire cargo traffic. The same position holds good in the 
case of PPT also. 

(xvii). The PPT has considered salaries and wages expenditure of Rs. 12.20 crores for 
a manpower strength of 678 for this project as assessed by Its consultants. After 
mechanisation of coal handling, the requirement of labour can reasonably be 
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expected to come down drastically, which will result in a reduction in the salaries 
and wages expenditure. The PPT has indicated that 80% C&F labour will only 
be rendered surplus and the port labour constituting 20% will remain. The cost 
of surplus labour has not been furnished by the Port. It is relevant here to 
mention that the PIB Note considered at the revised cost estimate stage has 
indicated a requirement of 307 posts for project implementation. Against this, 
only 80 posts have been sanctioned by the Government. At the joint hearing, 
the PPT has given an estimated requirement of 400 personnel to operate the 
MCHP. This indicates that the manpower requirement for the MCHP is not yet 
firmed up and there is still uncertainty over the requirement of manpower. This 
means the estimate of employee cost given in the cost projection for this project 
IS not fully realistic. 

(xviii). Considering the available cushion in the manpower cost estimates as Indicated 
in para (xvii) above, and the fact that the entire analysis Is based on estimates, it 
IS found reasonable to consider a tariff of Rs.200 per tonne as proposed by the 
PPT evengthough cost analysis indicates a deficit at this tariff level. The 
breakup of tariff between unloding of coal wagon and shipment of coal as well as 
the volume discount scheme as proposed by the PPT is also found to be 
reasonable and approved. The volume discount will, however, apply if the 
volume handled by a single user in a year falls within the limits prescribed. 

(xlx). The TNEB has demanded a special discount for its cargo considering it as the 
single largest user of the facility. The volume discount scheme built in the tariff 
structure will provide the necessary incentive to users depending on the annual 
throughput achieved by them. 

(xx) . Normally, this Authority allows a tariff validity cycle of 2 years. In the instance 

case, however, the tariff fixed is based on estimates of costs and not backed by 
any actuals. Although the PPT was advised to firm up the estimates on the 
basis of results of trial runs, It has not been able to do so. Under these 
circumstances, the rates for the MCHP now approved are allowed to remain 
valid only for one year. The position will be reviewed in the light of actuals for 
the year 2001-02. 

(xxi) . This IS a case of ‘new project for existing cargo' justified on better performance. 

It is, therefore, necessary to link the tariff to the performance. The PPT has 
stated that unless the new facility becomes fully operational, It will be difficult for 
it to assess the savings and, propose an efficiency-linked tariff scheme at this 
stage. One of the Items of savings to the TNEB indicated by the Port is, 
however, in vessel-related charges on account of size/frequency of vessels 
handled; That being so, it is reasonable to consider an efficiency linked tariff 
arrangement with the vessel’s turnaround time as the performance parameter. 
The PPT is advised to come up with a well-refined efficiency (inked tariff 
scheme, in the light of the experience gained, within a period of six months after 
commissioning of the MCHP. The ELT Scheme in operation at the Mechanical 
Ore Handling Plant of the Mormugao Port Trust may serve as a guide in this 
regard. 

(xxil). At the Iron Ore Handling Plant, at present, there is one rate for (mechanical) 
handling of iron ore and another rate for (mechanical) handling of coal. Though 
this arrangement was untenable, this was allowed to be continued on the 
following considerations: 

(a) . This was the existing practice. 

(b) . The only user concerned viz., the TNEB, was agreeable to continue with 

this practice. 

(c) . The PPT assured to do away with this anomaly as soon as the new 

MCHP was commissioned. 


101-^5 



34 


THE GAZETTE OT INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in —Sec. 4] 


Since the new MCHP has been commissioned and a separate rate has been 
proposed for handling coal at this Plant, the separate rate for (mechanical) 
handling of coal at the Irdn Ore Handling Plant (lOHP) needs to be deleted. 
However, both the PPT and the TNEB have stated that traffic cannot be fully 
diverted to the MCHP immediately and coal Is required to be handled 
(mechanically) at the lOHP also during a transition period. An agreed note on 
the transition period, as decided at the joint hearing, was to have been 
presented. Unfortunately, it has not been received so far. The UCCI and the 
TNEB have suggested a transition period of six months. The PPT has, however, 
for stated reasons, requested to allow a transition period of two years. As the 
reasons given by the PPT appears genuine and recognising the fact that users 
will pay less at the lOHP than at the MCHP (at the proposed tariff level), this 
Authority is willing to approve the proposal of the PPT to allow a transition period 
of two years. If the PPT considers it fit to revise the rates for the lOHP 
(particularly, in view of shift of thermal coal to the MCHP) It may come up with an 
appropriate proposal. 

12. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the following:- 

(i). The rates for handling of coal through the MCHP at the PPT shall be as under: 


SI. ! 


Item ' 

Rate Per Metric 

No. 


' * ' I 

Tonne 

1 . 

Unloading of coal wagon through the coal handling 
system 

Rs,80/- 

2 ._ 

Shipment of coal^ through coal handling plant - I 


(a). 

Upto 7.5 million tonnes I 

Rs.120/- 


(b)- 

From 7.5 million tonnes - 10 million tonnes 

RS.110A 

_I 


Beyond 10 million tonnes 

Rs.lOO/- 


Note: The rates at 2 (b) & 2 (c) above will apply If traffic of a single user in a 
year exceeds the slab limits. 


(ii). These rates shall be valid for a period of one year; they will be reviewed in the 
light of actuals for the year 2001-02 

(ill). The existing practice of applying different rates for (mechanical) handling of iron 
ore and coal at the lOHP during the transition period of two years from the date 
of commissioning of the MCHP is allowed to be continued. 

(iv). The PPT is advised to formulate within six months an efficiency linked tariff 
scheme for the MCHP. 

13. The PPT is directed to amend its Scale of rates accordingly. 

14. This Order will come into effect on expiry of 15 days from the date of its notification In the 

Gazette of India. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT/ni/I V/143/2001/Exly,] 
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Annatai 


Co»t statement for the Co al Handling Project 


(Amount -Rs in Lakhs) 


SI No 

Description 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2001-02 

-■— 

2002-03 

(1) 

Installed Capacity 

■ 

■1 

WM 

■ 

12 

12 

(II). 

Traffic (Million Tonnes) 





10 

10 

(III). 

Capacity utilisation 

83% 

83% 

83% 

83% 

83% 

83% 

(IV), 

Tariff (Rs.n"onne) 

190 

190 

200 

200 

210 

210 

(V) 

Operating Income 

(i) Cargo Handling Storage 

18,750.00 

18,750.00 

19,750,00 

19,750 00 

20,750 00 

20,750 00 


(ii) Port & Dock Charges 

3,710.00 

3,821 30 

3,710 00 

3,821,30 

3,710,00 

3,821,30 


(ill) Railway Earnings 

1,215 00 

1,215 00 

1,215 00 

1,21500 

1,215 00 

1,215 00 


(iv). Estate Rentals 

0 00 

0.00 

0.00 

0 00 

0,00 

0,00 


Total (V) 


KXZlEiSI 



taiagiE] 


(VI) 

Operating cost 

(i) Salaries & Wages 

1,220.00 

1.342.00 

1,220.00 

1,342.00 

1,220,00 

1,342,00 


(ii) RAM 

2 , 594.54 

2,724.23 

2.594 50 

2,724 23 

2,594,50 

2,724 23 


(III), Power 

1,350.00 

1,390.50 

1,350 00 

1,390 50 

1,350,00 

1,390.50 


(iv), Port & Dock Charges 

1,962 11 

2,060.21 

1,962 11 

2,060.21 

1,962 11 

2.060.21 


(v) Railway 

498.75 

523.69 

498.75 

523 69 

498 75 

523 69 


Subtotal 

7,625 36 

8,040 62 

7,625 36 

8,040 62 

7,625 36 

8,040 62 


(vi). Depreciation 

3,257 00 

3,257.00 

3,257,00 

3,257 00 

3,257 00 

3,257 00 


(vi) F & M Expenditure 

- Ret benefits/Ex-gratia/PLB 

156 40 

_ 

172 04 

156 40 

172 04 

156 40 

172 04 


Total (VI) 

yiUM 



rnnigsTa 


BDQB 

(VII) 

Surplus (V-VI) 

12,636,24 

12,316.64 

13,636.24 

13,316.64 

14,636.24 

14,316.64 

(VIII), 

Management & Gen Overheads 

1,636 00 

1,799 60 

1,636 00 

1,799 60 

1,636 00 

1,799.60 

(IX). 

Net Surplus 

11,000.24 

10,617.04 

12.000.24 

11,517.04 

13,000.24 

12,517.04 

(X) 

Interest on loans 

6,916.00 

6,11600 

6,916 00 

6,116 00 

6,916,00 

6,116.00 

(XI) 

Net Surplus after interest 

4,084.24 

4,401.04 

5,084.24 

5,401.04 

6,084.24 

6,401.04 

(XII) 

Capital Employed 

79,854.00 

76,597 00 

79,854 00 

76,597 00 

79,854 00 

76,597,00 


(a) Return on Capital Employed (83% of 19 5%) 

12,924 37 

12,397 22 

12,924 37 

12,397 22 

12,924 37 

12,397 22 


(b) Leas Interest 

6,916 00 

6,11600 

6,916 00 

6,11600 

6,916 00 

6,11600 

(XIII) 

Net Return allowed (Xlla-Xllb) 

6.008.37 

6,281.22 

6,008.37 

6,281.22 

6,008,37 

6,281.22 

(XIV), 

Net Surplus after Intt. & return (XFXIll) 

-1,924.13 

-1,880.19 

-924.13 

-880.19 

75.87 

119.81 

(XV), 

Net surplus as a % of Cargo 

-10.26 

-10,03 

-4.68 

-4.46 

0.37 

0.58 


Handling & Storage Income 
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